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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN
  

This public involvement plan is an outline 
of the public involvement program to be 
implemented for the Krome Avenue South 
Project Development and Environment 
(PD&E) Study.  The public involvement 
process is designed to ensure public input 
in the development of the project, by 
actively encouraging and facilitating the 
involvement of the general public, citizen 
groups, interest groups, and 
environmental resource agencies.  The 
project will be guided by the “Project 
Development and Environmental Manual,” 
Section 339.155 of the Florida Statutes, 
Executive Orders 11990 and 11988, CEQ 
Regulations for Implementing the 
Procedural Provisions of the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and 23 
CFR 771. 
 
1.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 
The general objective of this PD&E study 
is to provide and document information 
necessary for the Florida Department of 
Transportation, hereafter referred to as the 
Department, to reach a decision on the 
type, design, and location of 
improvements for the Krome Avenue 
South PD&E Study within the project 
limits.   
 
The Krome Avenue corridor has been the 
subject of extensive study and discussion 
for the past two decades.  Krome Avenue 
is a regional facility which extends from 
US 1 in Florida City to US 27 just south of 
the Miami-Dade / Broward County line.  It 

provides regional connectivity from as far 
south as the Florida Keys to Broward 
County and points north.  Further, it is one 
of only three evacuation routes serving the 
Forida Keys and South Miami-Dade 
County. 
 
The study will include the evaluation and 
identification of all existing conditions and 
develop alternatives to improve/enhance 
roadway conditions and safety along the 
corridor.  The approach to this project will 
be to thoroughly asses the safety, mobility 
and community needs of the corridor, 
develop alternatives to address those 
needs, and evaluate them according to 
regulatory agency requirements, and 
community values.  As part of this study 
and of the alternative selection process, a 
comprehensive public involvement 
program will be conducted.   The study will 
also consider all social, environmental and 
economic impacts and will set forth 
mitigation efforts as required by the PD&E 
Manual. 
  
The documented information will be 
prepared in the format of a Project 
Development and Environment Study, 
referred to as a PD&E Study.  A 
Preliminary Engineering Report and 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
environmental document will be prepared 
to describe the analysis of various 
alternatives for the project and to disclose 
the environmental effects of the study 
alternatives.  Successful completion of a 
PD&E Study fulfills all National 
Environmental Policy Act requirements 
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and state requirements that must precede 
the Department’s formal decision to 
proceed with a specific improvement 
project.  
 
1.1  Project Limits 
 
The project extends from SW 296th Street 
to SW 136th Street for a distance of 
approximately 10 miles. See Figure 1 for a 
project location map. 
 
1.2 Project History 
 
Background 
 

• Krome Avenue was built in 1962-
63. 

• Krome Avenue is a 37-mile corridor 
that connects US-1 in the south to 
US-27 in the north. 

• Land uses along corridor are 
primarily agriculture, but also 
include conservation and protected 
lands on northern end of corridor. 

• Krome Avenue is a principal arterial 
and included in Florida Intrastate 
Highway System (FIHS). 

 
History  
 

• In mid-1980’s, FDOT District 6 
began a Project Development and 
Environment (PD&E) Study for 
Krome Avenue that was evaluating 
a 4-lane rural typical section.  The 
project was stopped due to public 
opposition and environmental 
concerns related to the 4-lane 
proposal. 

• Widening Krome Avenue from 2 to 
4 lanes was included in the 2010 
Metro-Dade Transportation Plan as 
a priority 3.  This plan began 
preparation in 1988 and was 
adopted in 1990.  Based on 2010 
LRTP, the PD&E from Krome 
Avenue had to begin prior to 2000.  
In 1988-89, a feasibility study for 
Krome was begun between Kendall 
Drive and Tamiami Trail to evaluate 
the possibility of 4-lanes. 

• There was strong sentiment from 
many citizens to preserve the 
agricultural nature of the area and 
to prevent further traffic 
encroachment and urban sprawl.  
When the Transportation 
Improvement Plan (TIP) was being 
developed and began identifying 
planning phases for a four-lane, 
divided roadway, a series of 
controversial meetings and 
hearings arose regarding 
inconsistency of the LRTP and the 
TIP with Miami-Dade County’s 
Comprehensive Development 
Master Plan (CDMP) and local 
government comprehensive plans. 

• The Miami-Dade Board of County 
Commissioners was reluctant to 
modify the CDMP to match the 
2010 LRTP and TIP.  The MPO 
instead modified the TIP to 
eliminate consideration of the four-
lane roadway, and modified the 
2015 LRTP to reflect a 2-lane 
roadway with access rights 
protection. 
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FIGURE 1:  PROJECT LOCATION MAP 
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The projects in the 1994 TIP for Krome 
Avenue were modified to reflect 2-
lanes, and a PD&E phase was to begin 
in FY 96. 
• Rather than begin PD&E, the 

FDOT, with consultation from MPO, 
decided to proceed with a Corridor 
Action Plan that would evaluate 
Krome Avenue from a planning 
perspective with recommendations 
for Right-of-Way (R/W) 
protection/preservation, ultimate 
improvements consistent with its 
FIHS designation, interim 
operational improvements and 
extensive public involvement and 
consensus building. 

• In February 1997, FDOT initiated 
the Krome Avenue Action Plan to 
determine ultimate improvements 
for the corridor that address 
mobility and safety, but avoid 
additional through lanes. 

• The Action Plan included public 
meetings with local residents.  City 
of Homestead, Florida City, the 
Redland Conservancy, bicycling 
groups, Miami-Dade County staff 
and the MPO. 

• In 1999, the MPO Board 
recognized the controversial nature 
of the study and extensive public 
involvement performed by FDOT to 
reach a final consensus, and 
adopted the preferred alternative.  
A key component of the preferred 
alternative is access management 
and the support of the County’s 
Zoning Department for a zoning 
overlay. 

• The preferred roadway typical 
section north of SW 296th Street will 
be 2-lanes with 5 foot paved 
shoulder and a 2 foot painted buffer 
between the northbound and 
southbound lanes. 

• The preferred alternative within the 
City of Homestead includes the 
evaluation of a truck by-pass 
around the Historic Downtown 
District. 

• The preferred alternative within the 
City of Florida City is a 4-lane 
typical section with a raised 
median.   

 
1.3 PD&E Process 
 
The PD&E study process is an integrated 
work effort involving engineering analysis 
and environmental evaluation, all 
accomplished within the context of a 
public participation program.  As outlined 
in Figure 2, the study process begins with 
a gathering of data and a refinement of 
the project needs and objectives.  Public 
involvement during this phase of the study 
includes kick-off meetings with elected 
officials and news releases to the media.    
 
At the inception of the study, a Citizens 
Advisory Committee (CAC) will be formed 
and asked to meet several times 
throughout the duration of the project.  
The CAC will participate in charrette-
based meetings in which they will be 
asked to provide input in the design 
concept for the corridor.   
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The role of the consulting team will be to 
educate the CAC members on technical 
issues, environmental constraints, and 
potential roadway treatments.   
 
An outline of the proposed Krome Avenue 
South study process is contained in the 
accompanying diagram (Figure 2).  The 
general content of this study is briefly 
described below.   
 

 Public Participation – The public 
participation effort is woven 
throughout the study process and 
involves a series of public meetings 
and a continuing process of public 
outreach and information gathering.  
CAC meetings, one public 
workshop and a public hearing are 
illustrated in the PD&E Process 
diagram for this project.  These 
public participation techniques are 
discussed   more thoroughly in the 
subsequent sections. 

 
 The CAC −The role of the CAC for 

this PD&E study will be somewhat 
innovative.  The CAC will go 
beyond simply advising the 
consulting team by playing a crucial 
role in the actual design process.  
The CAC will participate in 
charrette-based meetings in which 
they will contribute in the 
development a conceptual design 
for the corridor.   Members will be 
required to reach consensus 
among them and produce a group 
design that illustrates the 
improvements they want to see 
along Krome Avenue South.   

 Data Assembly – This process will 
involve assembly of all relevant 
roadway data, completion of R/W 
survey and traffic data, and 
completion of the environmental 
field survey effort. 

 
 Conceptual Design Analysis – 

This work effort will include both 
analysis of different improvement 
configurations and alternatives.  

 
 Engineering Analysis & Concept 

Plans − All preliminary engineering 
analysis requirements are 
completed and a conceptual set of 
project plans is prepared.  

 
 Environmental Analysis & 

Reports − All environmental impact 
analysis and associated memos or 
reports are prepared in draft form. 

 
 Comparative Analysis − A 

comparative analysis matrix is 
prepared assessing the benefits 
and impacts associated with a build 
alternatives as compared to the no 
build alternative. 

 
 Draft Reports − A draft PE Report 

and draft EIS document are 
assembled in preparation for the 
final public hearing. 

 
 Final Documents - The PE Report 

and the appropriate Environmental 
Documents are prepared following 
the public hearing. 
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FIGURE 2: PD&E STUDY PROCESS DIAGRAM 

THE URS TEAM 



                         
 
                              
                           KROME AVENUE SOUTH PD&E STUDY                               PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN 

 
  

7THE URS TEAM 

 
2.0 IDENTIFICATION OF 

CONCERNED PUBLIC 
 
The scope of the public involvement 
program and identification of the 
concerned public for this study must take 
into consideration issues related to 
needed improvements and all potential 
alternatives.  As an integral part of the 
public involvement program, lists of 
agencies, organizations, and individuals 
having an interest in, or jurisdiction over, 
the project will be developed and 
maintained.  These lists will be used to 
notify individuals and agencies about 
upcoming meetings, and inform them 
about progress on study alternatives and 
recommendations.   A preliminary contact 
list is included in Appendix A. 
 
2.1 Elected & Appointed Officials 
 
All elected and appointed public officials in 
the project area, including county, 
regional, state, and federal officials, will be 
kept informed of project progress, 
recommendations, and meeting activities.  
A list of current elected and appointed 
officials is included in Appendix A. 
 
2.2 Federal, State & Local Agencies 
 
All planning and regulatory agencies with 
jurisdictional review and interest will be 
provided the opportunity to review project 
materials.  These agencies provide 
valuable input with regard to project 
implementation and consistency with local, 
regional, and state goals, objectives, and 
policies.  These organizations include, but 

are not limited to, the local planning 
agencies, the South Florida Regional 
Planning Council, the Department of 
Community Affairs, the State Historic 
Preservation Officer, the South Florida 
Water Management District, the Florida 
Department of Environmental Protection, 
and the Florida Fish and Wildlife 
Conservation Commission.  A number of 
other state and federal agencies are also 
included in this group.  A preliminary list of 
agency contacts is included in Appendix 
A.  
 
Responses to the advance notification 
(AN) will provide the project team with a 
record of those agencies or other 
interested persons that have raised issues 
that need to be addressed, and that might 
not be in accord with the proposed action 
on environmental grounds.  Early and 
continued coordination with the affected 
agencies will provide valuable input into 
the project development process.   
 
2.3 Concerned Citizens & Property   
           Owners 
 
The concerned public will constitute the 
largest segment of the project mailing list.  
This list will include interested citizens, 
business owners, and civic or special 
interest groups.  Opportunities to provide 
input on comment forms will be provided 
at meetings and in newsletters.  A 
preliminary list of property owners along 
the Krome Avenue South corridor will be 
developed for the project.  All citizens that 
call, write, or attend meetings will be 
added to the mailing list of concerned 
citizens.  This list will be separate from the 
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property owners’ list.  Existing community 
organizations such as the Chamber of 
Commerce, community groups, 
neighborhood associations, and 
professional organizations will be kept 
informed of the project through status 
meetings with group leaders or by 
providing speakers who will attend and 
address these groups.  A listing of 
community organizations currently known 
to the project team is included in Appendix 
A.  This list will be updated as necessary. 
 
2.4 Media 
 
The media is a critical component in the 
dissemination of accurate project 
information.  Press releases will be 
provided to all newspapers, radio stations, 
and television stations that cover the 
Krome Avenue South project at critical 
phases in the study process.  A 
preliminary list of media organizations is 
included in Appendix A.  
 
3.0 PUBLIC NOTIFICATION 
 
Public involvement is probably one of the 
most important elements of the PD&E 
study process.  Public participation 
programs mobilize and empower the 
community by involving it in the design 
process. This results in a project that 
betters fits the needs of the community, 
and creates support for implementation of 
the project. 
 
 The URS Team intends to use public 
outreach techniques that ensure a high 
degree of resident participation in this 
project.  The Corradino Group (TCG) will 

serve as public involvement coordinator 
and will take the lead in establishing and 
fostering a viable relationship with the 
community.  TCG currently maintains a list 
of all elected and appointed local, State, 
and Federal officials, municipal sub-
committees, technical staff of agencies 
and municipalities, and community groups.  
In addition, TCG will arrange for meetings 
with homeowner and businesses, 
associations, and local interest groups.  
 
Public participation will be solicited without 
regard to race, color, religion, sex, age, 
national origin, familial status, or handicap.  
Solicitation for public participation will be 
made through the media, worldwide web, 
direct mailings, and dissemination of 
project information brochures and/or 
handouts. 
 
Some of the specific community outreach 
techniques to be used include the 
following: 
 
3.1 Advance Notification 
 
The Advance Notification (AN) process is 
a means through which Federal, State, 
and local agencies are informed of a 
proposed action and provided an 
opportunity to become involved early in 
the project development phase.  The 
process begins with submittal of an AN 
package to the State Clearinghouse 
(SCH).  The SCH then distributes the 
materials to the affected agencies for their 
review and comment.  There is a 45-day 
comment period.  The SCH transmits all 
the comments to the Department for 
incorporation into the project.  The AN for 
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this project will be forwarded to the SCH 
by the FDOT District VI EMO.    
 
3.2 Project Logos 
 
Logos specific to the project will be used 
on all newsletters and documentation to 
provide project recognition. 
 
3.3 Hotline 
 
A local phone number dedicated for the 
project will be advertised so that citizens 
may call to obtain project information 
and/or provide comments. 
 
3.4 One-On-One Meetings 
 
Kick-off and status meetings will be held 
with local elected and appointed officials 
and other community leaders early in the 
project and at key milestones in the 
project development.   These meetings will 
keep them informed of the project status 
and allow them to accurately answer 
inquires from their constituents. 
 

3.5 Citizens Advisory Committee 
 
A Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) will 
be formed at the onset of the PD&E Study.  
The CAC will be comprised of 15 to 20 
local area residents and business owners 
and will represent diverse stakeholders 
such as homeowners, business owners, 
county staff, environmental groups, the 
Chamber of Commerce, and local 
associations.  The Committee will provide 
valuable input with regard to community 
issues and values.   
 
3.6 Website 
 
The URS team will develop and maintain a 
project website for the Krome Avenue 
South PD&E Study.  The website URL will 
be www.kromesouth.com. It will also be 
accessible through the FDOT “Moving 
Right Along” web page.  The site will 
contain project information and updates, 
public meeting announcements, copies of 
the newsletters, meeting minutes, and 
project team contact information.  The 
website will include the following pages: 
Home, Mission, Project Description, 
Project Objectives, Meetings and 
Agendas, Project Team, Project Pictures, 
Environmental Challenges, and Contact 
Us.  The website will be updated to 
provide up-to-date information, and to post 
project status changes, meetings 
schedules, newsletters and news 
releases.   
   

THE URS TEAM 

http://www.bigcoppittkeystudy.com/
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3.7 Press Releases 
 
News releases containing pertinent 
information will be issued at critical 
milestones throughout the study.  
Interviews will be arranged to increase 
project awareness prior to public 
meetings. 
 
3.8 Newsletters 
 
Informative newsletters will be used to 
reach all residents along the project 
corridor.  They will also serve as meeting 
notices and meeting handouts, explaining 
project objectives, alternatives, and 
analysis of results.  These newsletters will 
solicit public comments and will provide 
the hotline phone number, project team 
fax number, website address, and email 
address so individuals can submit 
questions and requests for additional 
information. There will be at least three 
newsletters, each prepared prior to the 
meetings discussed in Section 4. 
 
3.9 Legal & Display Ads 
 
The Public Workshop, and the Public 
Hearing will all be preceded by display ads 
in the local newspapers, in accordance 
with the PD&E Manual.  Legal 
advertisements will be used for the public 
hearing including advertisement in the 
Florida Administrative Weekly. 
 

3.10 Invitational Letters 
 
Invitational letters will be used to solicit 
individuals to serve on the Citizens 
Advisory Committee.  They will also be 
mailed along with a newsletter to specific 
stakeholder groups, local officials, and 
county staff to urge them to attend the 
public meetings.  The invitational letters 
will be mailed in advance of the public 
meetings and will provide sufficient lead-
time.   
 
Letters of invitation will also be mailed to 
property owners as required by Section 
339.155(6), F.S. and to local government 
officials to notify them of the public 
hearing. 
 
3.11 Special Interest Group Meetings 
 
A facilitator (Project Manager or Deputy 
Project Manager) will arrange to speak at 
existing special interest group meetings, 
and hold very informal discussions with 
small business owners and homeowners 
groups. 
 
3.12 Public Meetings 
 
There will be several pubic meetings 
throughout the course of the study. The 
purpose and content of these meetings 
are to gather public input and disseminate 
information regarding the project.  The 
proposed meetings are described in 
Section 4.0 below. 
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4.0 PUBLIC MEETING 
PROGRAM 
 
The proposed public meeting program 
includes one-on-one kick-off meetings, a 
public workshop, and a public hearing.  All 
public meetings will be publicized by 
creating press releases and public notices 
as well as by placing strategic telephone 
calls.  Camera-ready print ads will be 
prepared for local media according to 
Department of Transportation guidelines.  
The general content of each meeting is 
described below. 
 
4.1 Kick-Off Meetings 
 
Meetings with key public officials, Miami-
Dade County staff, and influential 
community groups will be scheduled early 
in the study process.  These meetings will 
serve to acquaint them with the Krome 
Avenue South PD&E Study.   
 
The one-on-one meetings will include an 
explanation of the study objectives, 
introduction of the project team, and 
outline the project schedule with an 
emphasis on the public participation 
elements.  Input from these individuals will  

THE URS TEAM 

help the team identify issues and 
concerns, and to refine the public 
involvement strategy.  These meetings will 
provide an opportunity to create strong 
liaisons with key decision makers and 
community leaders.  The personalized 
exchange will present these individuals 
with all the necessary information required 
to address questions and concerns from 
their respective constituencies.   

The local public officials and county staff 
will be kept informed on a regular basis 
through one-on-one meetings.  
Presentations to individual commissioners 
may occur at key project milestones.   
 
4.2  Public Workshop 
 
Once the CAC and the project team 
develop the preferred alternative along 
with several other alternatives, including a 
“No Build“ option, a public workshop will 
be held.  Members of the community will 
receive information on the various designs 
and associated benefits and impacts.  The 
public will review the various alternatives 
and will be asked to provide feedback.  
The Project team will be present to answer 
any question posed by the public. 
 
Public input will enable the consulting 
team to refine the preferred alternative 
according to the comments and concerns 
expressed at the workshop.  Information 
stemming from this workshop will be 
documented, summarized and presented 
on the website and in the final newsletter.  
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The workshop will be advertised in the 
local media.   Informational newsletters 
that include an invitation to the workshop 
will also be mailed to area residents.    All 
comments received at the workshop or 
through any other avenue will be analyzed 
and considered by the project team. 
 
4.3 Public Hearing  
 
The public hearing will be held following 
completion and approval of the Draft PE 
Report and the Draft EIS. The public 
hearing will be preceded by a presentation 
to the Metropolitan Planning Organization 
(MPO) that will provide a very brief 
description of the material to be covered at 
the public hearing, and will formally invite 
board members to attend the hearing. 
   
The hearing will be advertised in the local 
media, including advertisement in the 
Florida Administrative Weekly. Invitations 
will be included in the newsletter issue 
distributed prior to the hearing, a notice 
will be posted on the website, and 
invitational letters will be mailed to 
residents along the corridor, key 
stakeholders, agency staff, and 
stakeholder groups.  All comments 
received at the hearing or through any 
other avenue will be analyzed and 
considered by the project team. 
 
Procedures outlined in the PD&E Manual 
will be followed regarding the meeting 
format.  More discussion regarding the 
public hearing is included in Section 6.0.  
 
4.4 Presentation Techniques 
 

The Krome Avenue South PD&E Study 
will be presented and described to the 
public by using communication techniques 
such as: 
 

 Concept Plans on Aerial Photography 
– Alternative concept plan diagrams 
will be prepared on master aerial 
photographs.  Project improvements 
will be illustrated using colored line 
work and shading to aid in the 
comprehension of the plans.  

 
 Renderings – Simple diagrams and 

three-dimensional renderings, 
commonly used in newspapers, 
magazines, and web pages, will be 
used to describe project elements.  
The graphic presentations will be user-
friendly and more understandable to 
the public than engineering drawings.  

 
 Photographs – A picture is worth a 

thousand words, and the project team 
will use photographs of existing 
conditions and other similar projects to 
explain the improvements that are 
being proposed. 

 
 Handouts – The URS team will prepare 

concise, easy-to-read newsletters in 
association with each major public 
meeting. They will provide a good 
summary of the information to be 
presented at the meeting, will 
summarize public comments gathered 
to date, and will solicit feedback from 
the community.  Hence, the 
newsletters will validate public opinion, 
and will allow corrections by the public.   
The newsletters will be mailed out 
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before the meeting, and used in pre-
meeting briefings and the informal 
portion of the public meeting itself. 

 
4.5 Meeting Location 
 
All public meetings will be held in close 
proximity to the project to aid in citizen 
attendance.  The most logical meeting 
location is the Miami-Dade County 
Cooperative Extension Service - John D. 
Campbell Agricultural Center, 18710 S.W. 
288th Street, Homestead, FL.  The Miami-
Dade County Cooperative Extension 
Service is located near the project corridor 
and has adequate facilities for the 
workshop and public hearing.  The 
building meets Americans with Disabilities 
Act (ADA) requirements.  Other alternate 
meeting location will be determined during 
the course of the study.  
 
5.0 PUBLIC INPUT ANALYSIS & 

EVALUATION 
 
The effectiveness of the public 
involvement process will be assessed 
periodically to assure that the affected 
parties are participating, that they 
understand the study objectives and 
alternatives, and that any impacts to the 
affected parties have been communicated 
clearly.   
 
All public input received through the 
various public involvement activities will be 
documented and fully evaluated.  
Comment sheets will be distributed at 
public meetings and those returned will be 
logged in, responded to, and evaluated.  
All other workshop and one-on-one 

meetings will be similarly recorded and 
input received at these meetings will be 
documented, responded to and evaluated.  
Letters received from public agencies will 
be accumulated and logged for reference.  
All concerns expressed by the public will 
be addressed by the project team and 
incorporated into the project, as 
appropriate.   
 
A public involvement progress report will be 
developed to summarize workshop results 
and recommendations.  The report will 
contain the overall input provided through 
the other public involvement techniques 
utilized in the project development process.  
A summary of this report will be made 
available to the public via the website and 
the final newsletter.  The report will be 
forwarded to the District Environmental 
Management Engineer. 
 
6.0 PUBLIC HEARING 
 
In compliance with the “Project 
Development and Environment Manual,” 23 
CFR 771 and Section 339.155(6), F.S. a 
public hearing will be held.  To help plan for 
the public hearing, a public hearing-
planning checklist, as shown in Appendix B, 
will be used.  This checklist may also be 
used for other public meetings as needed. 
 
The public hearing will be held at Miami-
Dade County Cooperative Extension 
Service.   The public hearing will be a fully 
notified and advertised meeting, and will 
fulfill all of the formal requirements for 
FHWA Location Design and Concept 
Acceptance. The legal advertisement will 
also be noticed in the Florida Administrative 
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Weekly, The Miami Herald and El Nuevo 
Herald.   
 
Letters of invitation will also be mailed to 
property owners, as required by Section 
339.155(6), F.S., and to local government 
officials to notify them of the upcoming 
public hearing. 
 
The public hearing will include an informal 
and a formal period.  A Power Point 
presentation, graphics, and handout will 
be prepared to supplement the public 
hearing presentation. 
 
A verbatim transcript of the public hearing 
will be developed, to include written 
comments received at the hearing and 
written comments received within ten days 
after the hearing. 
 
Project documents, including the 
engineering report, the environmental 
document and support reports, will be 
made available for review prior to the 
public hearing.  The public notice will 
provide the location where the documents 
may be reviewed.  The most likely places 
will be the Miami-Dade County 
Cooperative Extension Service and the 
Homestead-Florida City Chamber of 
Commerce, in Homestead.  
 
Notification during the public hearing will 
be provided in the presentation, by 
handout, signage and through availability 
of personnel on Title VI Program and the 
Relocation Assistance Program which 
complies with Title VIII.   
 

Notification of the Department’s intent to 
comply with the Americans with 
Disabilities Act will be provided in the 
public advertisements for the public 
hearing, by invitational letters to property 
owners and local officials, by handout, and 
by selection of a public hearing site that 
meets all ADA requirements.   
 
7.0 PUBLIC HEARING 
FOLLOW-UP 
 
Following the public hearing, responses to 
all letters received as a result of the hearing 
and questions and comments not answered 
at the hearing will be made in writing.  
Public notice will be provided by mail in the 
form of a final newsletter and on the 
website where the study document will be 
located for public review.  A legal notice will 
announce the FHWA approval of the final 
document and recommendations.  A news 
release will be provided to the local media. 
 
If the project proceeds into design and 
construction activities, the services of the 
CAC members should be retained and 
public information should be continued. 
 
8.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE 
 
A tentative project schedule that will 
accomplish the District’s objective of 
completing the project within thirty-eight 
(38) months has been prepared.  The 
detailed schedule is shown in Appendix C.    
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9.0 KEY PROJECT ISSUES 
 
Project issues will have a bearing on the 
study and alternatives that will need to be 
evaluated.  The URS Team understands 
the objectives of the project and is aware 
of a number of pertinent engineering, 
environmental, and public involvement 
issues, many of which are described 
below.  Additional project issues will most 
certainly emerge as the study progresses 
and public participation and coordination 
will be required on these important issues.  
  
Public Involvement Issues 
Public Involvement is a key element in the 
ultimate success of the Krome Avenue 
PD&E Study. The Public Involvement 
Program (PIP) will allow citizens, 
government agencies and elected officials 
to participate in the development and 
evaluation of improvement alternatives 
consistent with the blend of safety, 
mobility, and community values. The 
following are key issues we will consider in 
the PIP process for this project. 
 

THE URS TEAM 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Coordinate with the ongoing planning, 
PD&E, Design, and Construction 
Projects. This involves (1) Krome Avenue 
North PD&E Study;  (2) Krome Avenue 
through Florida City & Homestead 
improvements; (3) Comprehensive 
Everglades Restoration Program (CERP); 
(4) South Miami-Dade Watershed Study 
and Plan; (5) Miami-Dade County 
Agriculture and Rural Area Study; (6) 
Florida Keys Hurricane Evacuation Plan; 
(7) four intersection improvement projects 
currently under design; (8) five design-
build intersection improvement projects 
currently under construction; (9) Krome 
Avenue at SW 8th Street intersection 
improvement, currently under construction; 
(10) Krome Avenue resurfacing project 
between SW 296th St and SW 288th St; 
(11) Krome Avenue at Kendall Drive 
intersection improvement project; (12) 
resurfacing and shoulder at Krome 
Avenue between 1.7 mile north of SW 8th 
St t0 2.7 mile north of SW 8th St.  

 Maximize local partnering with 
entities such as the Redland Community, 
City of Homestead, as well as the 
agricultural interests served by the project 
corridor. 

 Coordinate with churches, schools, and 
recreational facilities adjacent to the 
project corridor. 

 Coordinate closely with the three Miami-
Dade County Commission Districts (8, 9, 
11) within the project limits. 

 Coordinate with the Miami-Dade County 
Comprehensive Plan, economic and 
growth management efforts. 

 Conduct a bi-lingual public involvement 
plan due to the ethnic diversity of the area 
(English and Spanish). 

 Coordinate with Miami-Dade County 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan, specifically 
the South Dade Greenways Network. 
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Our Team has developed credibility in the 
community on behalf of the Department by 
clearly considering all constituents’ viewpoints 
and evaluating them in an objective manner.  
Due to the high interest and involvement 
shown by the area residents and public 
officials on this project, we have planned a 
proactive and interactive community 
involvement and consensus building program.  
 
Environmental Issues 

 Protect and support diverse and 
sustainable agriculture along the 
corridor. The URS Team understands the 
project corridor supports extensive 
farmlands.  In accordance with the 
preliminary findings and recommendations 
of the Miami-Dade County Agriculture & 
Rural Area Study, the Team, in 
coordination with FDOT, the U.S. Natural 
Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) 
and the farming community, will carefully 
evaluate potential positive and negative 
effects of the project on regional 
agriculture. 

THE URS TEAM 

 Ensure close coordination with 
regional environmental initiatives.  
Through continuous coordination, we will 
ensure that proposed alternatives are 
compatible with ongoing and future 
regional environmental studies, including 
but not limited to the Miami-Dade County 
Agriculture & Rural Area Study, the South 
Miami-Dade Watershed Study and Plan, 
and CERP. 

 Protect the Pine Rocklands, 
Hammocks, Freshwater Wetlands and 
Other Sensitive Habitats along the 
corridor.  We will delineate the existing 
Natural Forest Community, Pine Rockland/ 
Hammock area near Bauer Drive as well 
as wetlands and identify potentially 
endangered species habitats to avoid 
impacts to these areas.  Additionally, we 

will develop a mitigation plan if necessary 
and use sensitive roadway alignment 
analysis to balance the public safety 
benefit against these habitats’ healthy 
existence.  Moreover, an increased 
emphasis will be placed on protecting 
these habitats during construction.  

 Determine any Potentially 
Contaminated Sites throughout the 
corridor.  The determination of 
potentially contaminated sites will be 
performed by field review and research of 
existing records to determine any 
potentially contaminated sites.   

 Establish an Early Coordination 
process with the Permitting Agencies. 
Coordination with 
appropriate permitting 
agencies is essential 
from the inception of 
the study to ensure a 
successful 
implementation of the 
project at the design 
phase.  Not only is the 
URS Team aware of 
the agencies with 
jurisdiction, but we will 
work in close coordination with them to 
facilitate and expedite the permitting 
process. 

 Potential Business Impacts in the area.  
Land Use changes as a result of this 
project could bring potential secondary 
and cumulative impacts.   

 Visual Impacts and Aesthetics.  It has 
been identified that the preservation of the 
area’s agricultural and rural character shall 
be maintained. 

 



                         
 
                              
                           KROME AVENUE SOUTH PD&E STUDY                               PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN 

 
  

17

Engineering Issues  
 Safety is paramount along this 

corridor:  

THE URS TEAM 

Signal progression improvements are 
necessary along Krome Avenue. 

• Several studies over the recent past 
have identified the Krome Avenue 
corridor as ranking among the highest 
crash segments in District Six.  In 
1997, a segment was ranked as the 
35th highest crash segment in the 
District.  Similarly in 1998, a segment 
was rated 32nd highest in the District, 
and in 1999, a similar segment was 
ranked 47th amongst the highest in 
District Six.  Although we know of the 
crash statistics through July 2002, the 
statewide High Crash List (HCL) has 
not been released for 2000 and 2001.  
However, we suspect that once the 
HCL is completed, the subject corridor 
will continue to be within the top 50 
High Crash Segments in the District. 

• The two contributing factors for the 
abnormal safety conditions are the 
composition of vehicles in the traffic 
and the undivided two lane cross 
section. The high percentage of trucks, 
as much as 33% north of Quail Roost 
Drive, combined with slow moving farm 
vehicles exacerbates the safety 
conditions. 

• The URS Team reviewed the HCL 
Segment List and found from SW 272 
Street to SW 232 Street the segment 
safety ratio was 2.934; in 1998 from 
SW 224 Street to SW 174 Street the 
safety ratio was 3.441; and in 1999  
from SW 224 Street to north of SW 
184 Street the safety ratio was 2.655.  
This represents approximately three 
times more crashes than those on 
similar statewide roads. 

• Crashes occuring along the Krome 
Avenue corridor have a high 
percentage of injury.  That is, the 

majority (56.8%) of the crashes 
resulted in bodily injury. 

• In addition, the corridor has had 
approximately 21 documented fatal 
crashes within the last 7-1/2 years, an 
exponential increase in number fatal 
crashes between 1995 and 2001. 

 Traffic Operations: 
• The URS Team is aware that due to 

the critical and controversial nature of 
this study, a highly detailed operational 
analysis is warranted.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• In the course of evaluating the analysis 
previously performed, the Team 
discovered that signal progression has 
not been implemented at any of the 
signalized intersections along this 
corridor.  Ordinarily, traffic progression 
is considered a TSM operational 
improvement.  But safety benefits can 
be gained from improved traffic 
progression, not to mention a reduction 
in certain types of crashes such as 
rear-end and sideswipe.  Additionally, 
a reduction in travel time will contribute 
to economic benefits as well as 
reduced emissions. 

• Previous studies did not modify the 
FSUTMS model to 4-lanes, this may 
have yielded a liberal traffic forecast.  
That is, if safety improvements are 
made to include 4-lanes, then some 
latent demand may exist.  This latent 
demand is traffic already on the 
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roadways.  However, due to the 
existing safety conditions on Krome 
Avenue, this traffic may be using 
alternate corridors despite trip length 
or travel time increases.  If Krome 
Avenue is widened then FSUTMS will 
likely assign more traffic, especially as 
alternate arterials reach saturation.  If 
these simple, but often overlooked, 
concepts are not considered during the 
traffic analysis, the results could be an 
arterial that is at capacity shortly after 
the opening year.  

• Due to the characteristics of the 
roadway and the agricultural land uses 
abutting it, a significant mix of vehicle 
classifications utilize the facility on a 
daily basis.  This vehicle mix includes 
farm vehicles, local and regional freight 
trucks, buses transporting migrant 
labor, and short / long haul commuters.  
This mix contributes to large speed 
differentials that affect the safety and 
operational characteristics of the 
corridor. 

 FIHS: Krome Avenue has been included in 
the FIHS system since its creation in 1991.  
As a minimum, this requires the facility to 
be a 4-lane divided controlled access 
facility.   

 Access Management: The long range 
Access Management planning of Krome 
Avenue has classified the corridor as 
Access Class 2 or 3 depending on the 
segment. Development conditions strictly 
adhering to these access standards 
should be stressed in the comprehensive 
planning process.  Hence, our Team’s 
public involvement plan and our ability to 
build consensus among stakeholders is a 
distinct advantage. 

 Right-of-Way: Our Team has reviewed 
the latest right-of-way and Maintenance 
Maps of the Krome Avenue corridor.  

Significant constraints exist in several 
locations.  There are only 44 feet of right-
of-way available in some areas.  
Therefore, right-of-way will be an 
important consideration in the 
development and analysis of alternatives. 

 Analysis of Typical Sections:  This study 
will include the consideration of various 
alternatives that will build upon the 2-lane 
alternatives studied as part of the Krome 
Avenue Action Plan, potential 4-lane 
options, and operational improvements 
along the corridor. The recommended 2-
lane alternative from the Action Plan does 
not adequately address the many safety 
deficiencies along the corridor.  Case in 
point, that typical section replicates the 18-
Mile Stretch of US 1 between Key Largo 
and Florida City, which has a long history 
of safety deficiencies. 

 Stormwater Management: There are two 
prevalent criteria when designing a 
drainage system in this area.  Water 
quality retention and stormwater 
attenuation criteria from the South Florida 
Water Management District (SFWMD) and 
DERM must be adhered to.  Water quality 
treatment of stormwater runoff is a key 
issue due to right-of-way constraints.  Due 
to the sensitive nature of this area the 
SFWMD requires full on-site retention of 
the runoff from a 25-year 72-hour storm.  
The greater of either the required water 
quality volume or the runoff must be 
retained on-site.   

 Emergency Evacuation: Krome Avenue 
is one of three north/south corridors in the 
area for evacuation in the event of an 
emergency. (US 1 and HEFT are the other 
two) Although recent improvements, such 
as additional shoulder pavement, turn 
lanes, signing and pavement marking 
improvements have helped, safety on 
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Krome Avenue continues to be a critical 
issue.  

 Railroad Crossings: The Team has 
identified one railroad crossing locations 
that will be analyzed for safety and 
operational deficiencies, such as the 
number of train crossings, speed, stopping 
sight distance (SSD), warning devices, 
etc.  

THE URS TEAM 

 Clear Zone: Encroachments have 
contributed to the degradation of safety 
along the corridor.   

 Utilities: Our field reviews have identified 
overhead and underground utilities along 
the corridor.  Impact to these utilities will 
be a key factor that will be considered 
during the alternative analysis. 

 Bridge Structures: Two bridge structures 
and two culvert crossings exist along 
Krome Avenue, bridge #870161 that 
intersects Canal C-103, bridge #870033 
that intersects the Black Creek Canal / C-
1W, and the culvert crossing intersecting 
the C-102 Canal.  

A review of the latest Bridge Inspection 
Reports shows Sufficiency Rating of the 
two structures is 98.5 and 90.1, 
respectively.  A visual inspection of the 
culverts shows that they are in good 
condition and operating properly. These 
features will only be affected in the case of 
a widening alternative. In addition, utilities 
attached to the bridges could be affected 
by widening options. 

 Maintenance of Traffic: Limited options 
are available for Traffic Control during 
construction of certain alternatives due to 
limited right-of-way and the lack of parallel 
corridors.  

 Interim Improvements: In addition to the 
nine intersections currently under design 
and Design-Build, our Team may identify 
other similar short-term improvements 
along the corridor. 

CSX Railroad Line intersects the corridor at 
two locations. 

 Lighting: Percent of night-time crashes 
have steadily increased from 18% in 1998 
to 37% in 2001. Locations of high 
concentration of high night-time crashes 
will be evaluated for the feasibility of 
adding street lights. 

 Bicycle and Equestrian Trails:  The 
Miami-Dade Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan 
include Krome Avenue (Krome Trail) as 
part of the South Dade Greenways 
Network.  The proposed Krome Trail will 
intersect two existing trails along the C-1W 
& C-103 canals.  The plan also 
recommends the provision of signal 
crossings at these locations. The study 
should accommodate these alternative 
modes of transportation. 

 
Community Planning and Aesthetic Issues 
The Krome Avenue Corridor, from SW 288th 
Street north to SW 112th Street lies outside of 
the County’s Urban Development Boundary 
(UDB).  The year 2000 UDB line crosses 
Krome Avenue south of SW 288th Street.  In 

Bridge No. 870033 over the C-1W canal 
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addition, Krome Avenue becomes the western 
boundary line for the 2010 UBD, between SW 
112th Street and SW 42nd Street. 

THE URS TEAM 

Krome Avenue is diverse in its land use -agricultural, 
commercial, and residential. 

 
Corridor characteristics along Krome Avenue 
highlight its appeal as a rural roadway on the 
periphery of a suburban area, which also 
serves as a main north/south arterial facility 
for local and regional traffic. The Krome 
Avenue Corridor represents a unique 
challenge in balancing the preservation of its 
rural character, while enhancing motorist and 
pedestrian safety along the corridor. There is 
a need for balancing the often-competing 
interests, between safety enhancements and 
rural preservation by the use of Context-
Sensitive Design (CSD) principles that are 
consistent with FDOT’s policy regarding 
Transportation Design for Livable 
Communities (TDLC). CSD considers the 
environmental, scenic, aesthetic, historic, and 
community access for other modes of 
transportation such as bicycling and walking, 
and the natural resource value of the corridor, 
while providing for a safe and efficient 
roadway design.  The preservation of the rural 
character is imperative. 
 
Land Use Planning will be a major issue 
during this Study.  The controversial nature of 
this issue is illustrated by the fact that there is 
already litigation pending over whether 
widening Krome Avenue should be allowed.  
On October 10, 2002, in Ordinance No. 02-
196, the Miami-Dade County Commission 
voted to approve amendments to the Land 
Use Element and the Transportation Element 
of the County’s Comprehensive Growth 
Management Plan to change the designation 
of Krome Avenue from a “Minor Roadway” (2-
lanes) to a “Major Roadway” (three or more 
lanes), and specifically authorize four-laning.  
That decision is currently being challenged at 
the State of Florida Division of Administrative 

Hearings (“DOAH”) in Sierra Club & John S. 
Wade, Jr., v. Florida Department of 
Community Affairs and Miami-Dade County. 
 

In analyzing the environmental consequences 
of an activity under NEPA, agencies must 
consider the significance of both direct and 
indirect effects.  Indirect effects are defined as 
those “reasonably foreseeable,” and “may 
include growth inducing effects related to 
induced changes in the land use pattern, 
population density or growth rate, and related 
effects on air and water and other natural 
systems, including ecosystems.”   
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APPENDIX A 

 
Public Involvement Contact List 
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LOCAL ELECTED & APPOINTED 
GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS 
 
CITY OF HOMESTEAD 
 
City of Homestead 
City Manager 
Curt Ivy 
790 N. Homestead Blvd. 
Homestead, Florida 33030 
305-224-4403, Fax: 305-224-4439 
 
City of Homestead of CRA 
Rick Stouts, Executive Director 
790 N. Homestead Boulevard 
Homestead, Florida 33030 
305-244-4481 
 
City of Florida City 
Mayor Otis Wallace 
404 West Palm Drive 
Florida City, Florida 33034 
305-242-8221, Fax:  305-242-8133 
 
Area Interest Groups 
 
Chamber South 
6410 S.W. 80th Street 
South Miami, Florida 33143 
305-661-1621 Fax: 305-666-0508 
Email:  info@chambersouth.com
www.chambersouth.com
 
Greater Homestead/Florida City 
Chamber of Commerce  
Mary Finlan, Executive Director 
43 North Krome Avenue 
Homestead, Florida 33030 
305-247-2332 Fax: 305-246-1100 
Email:  mfinlan@chamberinaction.com

 
 
 
 
Vision Council 
Michael E. Richardson, Chief of 
Operations 
43 N. Krome Avenue 
Homestead, Florida 33030 
305-247-7082 Fax: 305-247-9976 
Email:  mrichardson@visioncouncil.com
 
South Flower Growers Association, Inc.  
Harold Kendall 
P.O. Box 458 
Goulds, Florida 33170 
305-258-1631, Fax:  305-258-3393 
 
Florida Nurserymen Growers 
Association 
1533 Park Center Drive 
Orlando, Florida 32835-5705 
Toll Free: 800-375-3642 
407-295-7994, Fax: 407-295-1619 
Email: info@fnga.org 
 
Redland Citizens Association 
P.O. Box 924245 
Princeton, Florida 33092-4245 
305-247-9383 Fax: 305-242-0535 
 
Sidney Robinson 
23515 S.W. 162nd Avenue 
Homestead, Florida 33031 
305-247-5511 
 
Colleen Griffin 
14600 S.W. 200th Street 
Miami, Florida 33177 
305-235-2283 

mailto:info@chambersouth.com
http://www.chambersouth.com/
mailto:mfinlan@chamberinaction.com
mailto:mrichardson@visioncouncil.com
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Anne Morts 
16580 S.W. 196th Street 
Miami, Florida 33187 
305-247-9383 
 
John & Pat Wade 
20925 S.W. 187th Avenue 
Miami, Florida 33187 
305-238-8908, Cell: 305-742-6060 
 
Friends of Redland 
815 N. Homestead Boulevard 
#255 
Homestead, Florida 33033 
305-572-9374 
Email: info@FriendsofRedland.com
 
Dade County Farm Bureau 
Tina Borick, President 
1850 Old Dixie Highway 
Homestead, Florida 33033 
Bureau: 305-247-5234 
Cell:  305-258-5256 
Email:  SBFinc@bellsouth.net
 
Florida City State Farmers’ Market 
Paul Cardwell, Senior Marketing Mgr. 
300 North Krome Avenue 
Florida City, Florida 33034 
305-247-3971 or 305-246-6334 
 
Agricultural Practices of Dade County 
Noble Hendricks 
25399 S.W. 157th Avenue 
Homestead, Florida 33031 
305-247-0240 

 
Naranja-Princeton CDC 
Rene Infante 
24420 South Dixie Highway 
Homestead, Florida 33033 
 
1st National Bank of South Florida 
William Losner 
1550 N. Krome Avenue 
Homestead, Florida 33030 
305-242-8635 Fax: 305-245-8440 
E-mail: blosner@1stnatbank.com
 
Isaak Walton League 
Mangrove Chapter 
Lloyd Miller 
P.O. Box 901587 
Homestead, Florida 33090-1587 
 
Florida Pine Industry 
Bob & Terry Naumann 
17951 S.W. 296th Street 
Homestead, Florida 33030 
305-242-0144 
 
Frederick H. Rutzle Farms, Inc. 
Frederick Rutzle 
18300 S.W. 280th Street 
Homestead, Florida 33031 
 
 
MIAMI-DADE COUNTY 
 
Board of County Commissioners 
 
Mayor 
The Honorable Alex Penellas 
111 N.W. 1st Street, Suite 2910 
Miami, Florida 33128 
305-375-5071  Fax: 305-375-3618 

mailto:info@FriendsofRedland.com
mailto:SBFinc@bellsouth.net
mailto:blosner@1stnatbank.com
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District 8 
The Honorable Katy Sorenson 
Miami-Dade County Commissioner 
South Dade Government Center 
10710 S.W. 211th Street, Suite 204 
Miami, Florida 33189 
305-378-6677 
E-mail: district8@miamidade.gov
 
District 9  
The Honorable Dennis C. Moss 
Miami-Dade County Commissioner 
South Dade Government Center 
10710 S.W. 211th Street, Suite 206 
Miami, Florida 33189 
305-375-4832 
E-mail: dennismoss@miamidade.gov
 
County Manager 
George Burgess 
111 N.W. 1st Street, 2910 
Miami, Florida 33128 
305-375-5311 Fax: 305-375-1262 
 
Metropolitan Planning Organization 
Jose Luis Mesa, Director 
111 N.W. 1st Street, 9th Floor 
Miami, Florida 33128 
305-375-4507  
E-mail: jlm1@miamidade.gov
 
Department of Planning and Zoning 
Mark Woerner, Director 
111 N.W. 1st Street, 12th Floor 
Miami, Florida 33128 
305-375-2835 ext. 87680 
 

Department of Environmental 
Resources Management 
John Renfrow, P.E. 
Directors Office 
33 S.W. 2nd Avenue, 
Miami, Florida 33130 
305-372-6754, Fax: 305-372-6760 
 
Team Metro 
Kendall Regional Office 
11609 N. Kendall Drive 
Miami, Florida 33173 
305-270-4979 Fax: 305-273-4116 
 
South Regional Office 
10710 S.W. 211th Street 
Suite 1400 
Miami, Florida 33189 
305-234-1510, Fax: 305-234-1499 
 
Community Council 
Redland Community Council 14 
South Dade Government Center  
10710 SW 211 St 
Miami, FL 33189 
305-375-2800, Fax: 305-375-4975 
 
Public Works Director 
Aristides Rivera, P.E., PSM 
111 N.W. 1st Street, Suite 1610 
Miami, Florida 33128 
305-375-2960, Fax: 305-375-3070 
 
Bicycle/Pedestrian Coordinator 
David Henderson 
111 N.W. 1st Street, 9th Floor 
Miami, Florida 33128 
305-375-4507 
Email: davidh@miamidade.gov  
 

mailto:district8@miamidade.gov
mailto:dennismoss@miamidade.gov
mailto:dennismoss@miamidade.gov
mailto:davidh@miamidade.gov
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Office of Emergency Management 
Assistant Chief Carlos Castillo 
9300 NW 41st Street 
Miami, Florida 33178 
305-468-5400 
 
Miami-Dade County School Board 
Merrett R. Stierheim, Superintendent 
1450 N.E. 2nd Avenue 
Miami, Florida 33132 
305-995-1334 Fax: 305-995-1360 
 
MDCPS Transportation 
Thaddeus Moss 
660 S.W. 3rd Avenue 
Florida City, Florida 33034 
305-248-3380 
 
STATE & FEDERAL ELECTED 
OFFICIALS 
 
State Senators 
 
The Honorable Debbie Wasserman-
Schulz 
Thirty Fourth District 
10100 Pines Boulevard 
Building B 2nd Floor 
Pembroke Pines, Florida 33026 
954-704-2934 Fax: 954-704-2936 
E-mail:  
Schultz.Debbie.web@flsenate.gov
 
The Honorable Alex J. Villalobos 
Thirty-eighth District 
2350 Coral Way, Suite 202-A 
Miami, Florida 33145 
305-222-4160 Fax: 305-222-4162 
E-mail:  villalobos.alex.web@flsenate.gov

 
The Honorable Larcenia J. Bullard 
Thirty-ninth District 
8603 S. Dixie Highway, #304 
Miami, Florida 33143 
305-668-7344 Fax: 305-668-7346 
E-mail: bullard.larcenia.web@flsenate.gov
 
The Honorable Rodolfo “Rudy” Garcia 
Fortieth District 
7475 West 4th Avenue, Suite B 
Hialeah, Florida 33014 
305-384-3191 Fax: 888-284-8594 
E-mail: Garcia.rudy.web@flsenate.gov
 
State Representatives 
 
The Honorable David Rivera 
One Hundred Twelfth District 
2450 S.W. 137th Avenue, Suite 205 
Miami, Florida 33175 
305-227-7630 Fax: 305-227-7632 
E-mail:  rivera.david@myfloridahouse.com
 
The Honorable Marcelo Llorente 
One hundred sixteenth District 
13701 S.W. 88th Street 
Miami, Florida 33186 
305-273-3200 Fax: 305-273-3203 
E-mail: 
llorente.marcelo@myfloridahouse.com
 
The Honorable Edward Bullard 
One hundred eighteenth District 
16201 S.W. 95th Street, Suite 124 
Miami, Florida 33157 
305-234-2208, Fax: 305-234-2210 
 
 

mailto:Schultz.Debbie.web@flsenate.gov
mailto:villalobos.alex.web@flsenate.gov
mailto:bullard.larcenia.web@flsenate.gov
mailto:Garcia.rudy.web@flsenate.gov
mailto:rivera.david@myfloridahouse.com
mailto:llorente.marcelo@myfloridahouse.com
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The Honorable Juan Carlos Zapata 
One hundred nineteenth District 
13550 S.W. 88th Street 
Miami, Florida 33186 
305-273-3288 Fax: 305-273-3290 
E-mail: zapata.juan@myfloridahouse.com
 
The Honorable Ken Sorenson 
One Hundred Twentieth District 
90311 Overseas Highway 
P.O. Box 699 
Tavernier, Florida 33070 
(305) 853-1947, Fax: 305-853-1949 
E-mail: 
sorensen.ken@myfloridahouse.com
 
United States Senate 
 
The Honorable Bill Nelson 
U.S. Courthouse Annex 
111 N. Adams St. 
Tallahassee, FL  32301 
Office: (850) 942-8415 
 
The Honorable Bob Graham 
Courthouse Tower 
44 West Flagler Street, Suite 1715 
Miami, Florida 33130 
Office: (305) 536-7293 
 
United States House of 
Representatives 
 
The Honorable Mario Diaz-Balart  
12851 S.W. 42nd Street, Suite 131 
Miami, FL 33175 
(305) 225-6866 
 
 

REGIONAL, STATE, & FEDERAL 
AGENCIES 
 

Regional 
 
South Florida Regional Planning 
Council 
Carolyn Deckle, Executive Director 
3440 Hollywood Blvd., Suite 140 
Hollywood, FL  33021 
Office: (800) 985-4416 
 
South Florida Water Management 
District (SFWMD) 
Henry Dean, Executive Director 
101 Gun Club Road 
West Palm Beach, Florida 33406 
561-686-8800  
 
Miami-Dade County Department of 
Environmental Protection (DERM) 
John Renfrow, P.E., Director 
33 SW 2nd Avenue 
Miami, Florida 33128 
305-372-6789 
 

State 
 
State of Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection (FDEP) 
Office of Intergovernmental Planning 
Debbie Parrish 
Marjory Stoneman Douglas Building 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL  32399-3000 
 

mailto:zapata.juan@myfloridahouse.com
mailto:sorensen.ken@myfloridahouse.com
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Florida Department of State, State 
Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) 
Jan Mathews, State Historic Preservation 
Officer 
R. A. Gray Building 
500 South Bronough St. 
Tallahassee, FL  32399-0250 
 
Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation 
Commission (FWC) 
Mark Robson, Regional Director 
South Region 
8535 Northlake Blvd. 
West Palm Beach, FL  33412 
Office: (561) 625-5122 
 
Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation 
Commission 
Don Wood, Endangered Species 
Coordinator 
Farris Bryant Building 
620 South Meridian Street 
Tallahassee, FL  32399-1600 
 
Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation 
Commission 
Brian Barnett, Director 
Office of Environmental Services 
620 South Meridian Street 
Farris Bryant Building 
Tallahassee, FL  32399-1600 
 
Florida Natural Areas Inventory 
1018 Thomasville Road, Suite 200-C 
Tallahassee, FL  32303 
Office: (904) 224-8207 
 
 
 
 

State of Florida Department of 
Community Affairs (DCA) 
Mike McDaniel 
Division of Growth Management 
2555 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL  32399 
Office: (800) 488-4925 
 

Federal 
 
Department of Army, Jacksonville 
District Corps of Engineers 
US Army Corps of Engineers 
Jacksonville District Regulatory Division 
John Hall, PhD 
Division Chief 
P.O. Box 4970 
Jacksonville, Florida 32232-0019 
904-232-1177 
 
US Army Corps of Engineers 
Miami Regulatory Office 
CESAJ-RD-SS-M 
11420 N. Kendall Drive, Suite 104 
Miami, Florida 33178-1039 
305-526-7181 
 
Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) 
James E. St. John, Division Administrator 
227 N. Bronough Street, Room 2015 
Mail Station 29 
Tallahassee, FL  32301-2015 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
Director, Eastern States Office 
U.S. Department of Interior 
411 Briarwood Drive, Suite 404 
Jackson, MS   39206 
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U.S. Geological Survey 
Environmental Affairs Program 
Chief, Review Unit  
U.S. Department of Interior 
12201 Sunrise Valley Drive, Room 2D318 
Reston, VA  22092-29998 
 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region IV 
Regional Administrator  
Atlanta Federal Center 
100 Alabama Street, S.W. 
Atlanta, GA  30303-3104 
 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Southeast District 
District Manager 
P.O. Box 15425 
West Palm Beach, FL  33416 
 
National Marine Fisheries Service 
Habitat Conservation Division 
Dr. Edwin Keppner, Area Supervisor 
U.S. Department of Commerce 
9721 Executive Center Drive, North 
St. Petersburg, FL  33702 
 
National Marine Fisheries Service, 
Miami Office 
Habitat Conservation Division 
U.S. Department of Commerce 
11420 N. Kendall Drive, Suite 102 
Miami, FL  33176 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

National Oceanic & Atmospheric 
Administration 
Ecology & Conversation Office 
Donna Weiting, Director U.S. Department 
of Commerce 
US/EC, Room 6222 
14th Street & Constitution Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C.  20230-1301 
 
Federal Emergency Management 
Agency (FEMA) 
Natural Hazards Branch, Chief 
1371 Peachtree Street, N.E., Suite 700 
Atlanta, GA 30309 
 
U.S. Department of Housing & Urban 
Development 
Regional Environmental Officer 
Richard B. Russell Federal Building 
75 Spring Street, S.W. 
Atlanta, GA 30303-3309 
 
Everglades National Park 
Bill Wright, Chief Ranger 
40001 State Road 9336 
Homestead, Florida 33034-6733 
305-242-7730 
 
Biscayne National Park 
9700 SW 328th Street 
Homestead, FL 33033-5634 
305-230-1444 
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MEDIA 
 
Newspapers 
 

• Miami-Herald; 
• El Nuevo Herald; 
• Community Newspapers; 
• Hometown Tribune; 
• Redland Country News; 
• The Grower. 

 
 
Radio 
 

• WAMR 107.5  
• WAQI 710  
• WFLC 97.3  
• WHQT 105  
• WINZ 940  
• WIOD 610  
• WLRN 91.3  
• WLVE 93.9  
• WLYF 101.5  
• WMXJ 102.7  
• WPOW 96  
• WQAM 560  
• WQBA 1180  
• WZTA 94.9  

 
Television 
 
MIAMI-DADE COUNTY PUBLIC 
TELEVISION – Channel 34 
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APPENDIX B 
 

Public Hearing - Planning Checklist 
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Public Hearing - Planning Checklist 
 
 

Date  Person 
 Quality 

Hearing Site       Complete Responsible Control 
Agreement letter for place to hold public hearing  ________ ________ ________ 

Rental Costs       ________ ________ ________ 

Clean up fees       ________ ________ ________ 

Location of public hearing site is accessible and 
Available to the general community at-large   ________ ________ ________ 

Security       ________ ________ ________ 

Facility complies with ADA     ________ ________ ________ 

Requests for “reasonable accommodation” under ADA ________ ________ ________ 

Seating capacity      ________ ________ ________ 

Seating comfort      ________ ________ ________ 

Acoustics       ________ ________ ________ 

Lighting       ________ ________ ________ 

Wall/Display areas      ________ ________ ________ 

Heating/Cooling      ________ ________ ________ 

 
Public Hearing Notification 
Notification in Florida Administrative Weekly   ________ ________ ________ 

1st Notification in local area newspaper (21 day min.) ________ ________ ________ 

2nd Notification in local area newspaper (5-12 day min.) ________ ________ ________ 

Confirmation letter requesting transcriber for public hearing ________ ________ ________ 

Property owner research     ________ ________ ________ 

Property owner letters mailed 
(received 20 days before public hearing date)  ________ ________ ________ 

Public and selected officials and reviewing agencies  
(21 days min.)       ________ ________ ________ 
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Date  Person 
 Quality 

Public Record Information      Complete Responsible Control 
Display environmental & engineering documents  
at various locations      ________ ________ ________ 

Prepare hearing officer speech    ________ ________ ________ 

Prepare display information     ________ ________ ________ 
Aerials       ________ ________ ________ 
Renderings      ________ ________ ________ 
Charts, graphs     ________ ________ ________ 

Prepare audio visuals      ________ ________ ________ 
 Slides       ________ ________ ________ 
 Video Tapes      ________ ________ ________ 

Prepare Handouts/Brochures     ________ ________ ________ 
 Project Related     ________ ________ ________ 
 Relocation      ________ ________ ________ 

Attendee register & statement cards    ________ ________ ________ 

Prepare verbatim transcript     ________ ________ ________ 
 Confirm Court Reporter    ________ ________ ________ 

Hearing officer certification     ________ ________ ________ 

Prepare public hearing summary    ________ ________ ________ 
 Staff debriefing meeting    ________ ________ ________ 

 
Equipment 
Audio-visual equipment     ________ ________ ________ 

Screens       ________ ________ ________ 

Public address system     ________ ________ ________ 

Extension cords      ________ ________ ________ 

Tables        ________ ________ ________ 

Registration Sheets      ________ ________ ________ 

Speakers Cards      ________ ________ ________ 

Name Tags       ________ ________ ________ 
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APPENDIX C 
 

Project Schedule 
 



The URS Team 
SR 997/Krome Avenue/SW 177 Ave (S) PD&E Study 

38-Month Schedule for EIS 

ID Task Name l Duration I Start l Finish 2004 2005 2006 
s 0 .N 0 J f "' " ..., J J " s 0 N D J I.E_ M A M J J " s LO UL D J F M. A. M J J A s 0 N D I F 

1 Co,nlract Administration 1151 d.'~ Men 10I!YOO Wed 111211/06 

f---r Notice Ia Proceed 0 days Mon 10/6/03 Man 10/6/03 • 10/6 l .... 

~ ! 
QA/QC Plan Submittal & Approval 8 days Tue 10/21/03 Tue 10/28/03 a I ~ Project Schedule & Payout Curve 8 days Tue 10/21/03 Tue 10/28/03 0 r--s OAJQC Plan Implementation 1129 days Tue 10/28/03 Wed 11/29/06 

~ Data Collection 212 days Tue 10/21/03 Wed 5/19/04 • • 1--r- Aerial Photography (FOOl) 29 days Tue 10121/03 Tue 11/18/03 c::J ! 

1--a SuNey (FOOl) 29 days Tue 10/21/03 Tue 11118/03 c::J 
~ Engineering Data Collection 197 days Wed 11/5103 Wed 5119/04 

t---jo Traffic Data (FOOl) 64 days Tue 10/21 /03 Tue 12/23/03 = t---r;--- Crash Data (FOOl) 14 days Tue 10/21 /03 Mon 11/3/03 0 i 
12 Environmental Data Golleclion 183 days Wed 1115103 Wed 515104 

~ Transportation Plans 64 days Fri 1/23/04 Fn 3126104 t:::=:J 
I~ Soil Survey 50 days Thu 11120/03 Thu 1/8/04 = ! r--rs Existing Signage Inventory 29 days Thu 11/20/03 Thu 12118/03 c::J 
f---;-6 Existing Roadway Characteristics 85 days Wed 11/12/03 Wed 214/04 c::=:::::b 

17 Existing Structures Characteristics 57 days Wed 11/12/03 Wed 117/04 = t---;-s Base Maps 162 days Thu 1214103 Thu 5113104 

t---;-s Railroad Coordination 57 days Wed 214/04 Wed 3131104 ' ;= 
l---2i)- Utility Coordination 92 days Wed 2/4104 Wed 515104 

~ Public lnvotvemenl 1040 days Tue 11/4/03 Fri 9/8/06 ~ 
~- Stake hokler's Database Development 87 days Wed 1115103 Fri 1/30/04 c:::::::::::;, .... 
~ Prepare Public Involvement Plan 88 days Tue 1114/03 Fri 1/30104 =====? 
~ Kickoff Meeting!MPO Presentation 0 days Thu 3/18/04 Thu 3/18104 ! • 3/18 

~ Citizens Advisory Committee Meeting & Coordination 953 days Fri 1/30/04 Fri 9/B/06 

---u- Business Advisory Committee Meeting & Coordination 953 days Fri 1/30/04 Fri 9/B/06 

f '2'1 Project Newsletter 1 0 days Wed 11117/04 Wed 11117104 .11117 

~ Public Information Workshop 0 days Tue 11/23104 Tue 11123/04 

l 
• 11/23 

~ Project Newsletter 2 0 days Mon 317105 Man 317105 • 317 
"3i) Prepare for Public Hearing 121 days Thu 5/19105 Fri 9/16/05 

~ Place 1st Public Hearing Advertisement 22 days Fri 8/26/05 Fri 9/16/05 ~ D 

"""32 Place 2nd Public Hearing Advertisement a days Fri 9/9105 Fri 9116105 D 

"""33 Public Hearing Comment Period 10 days Mon 9/19105 Wed 9/28/05 0 
~ Hold Public Hearing 0 days Man 9/19/05 Man 9119105 • 9119 

35 Project Newsle!ter 3 0 days Man 7/10/06 Man 7/10/06 • 7110 

38 Environmental Anatysis 1079 days Men 1/5104 Men 12/18/06 

37 Advance Notification (FOOT) 33 days Men 115104 Fn 216/04 ~ 
... 

38 Advance Notification Response Period 45 days Fri 2/6/04 Sun 3/21 /04 J= 35 Prepare CRAS (FOOl) 115days Tue 2/3/04 Thu 5127104 

- ·4-o- Class of Action Determination 43 days Fn 3/19104 Frl4130/04 
~ =::: 

~ Prepare Notice of Intent 22 days Fri 4/30104 Fri 5121/04 CJ 
~ Agency Roundtable 1 sl Seeping Meeting 0 days Tue 4113/04 Tue 4/13/04 • 4113 

~ Prepare Section 4m Statement & Involvement 92 days Thu 9/2/04 Thu 12/2104 = 
Task Milestone • Rolled Up Task Rolled Up Progress External Tasks Group By Summary • • Project: Krome Avenue Schedule.mp~ I 

Date: Fri 1123/04 Progress Summary • • Rolled Up Milestone 0 Sp't Project Summary • • Deadline ,(;,. 
1 1 0011010000111 

Page 1 



The URS Team 
SR 997/Krome Avenue/SW 177 Ave (S) PD&E Study 

38-Month Schedule lor EIS 

10 Task Name l Ourall on I Start l Anlsh 2004 :wos 21106 
I s 0 . ~ . 0 J F II A M J A s 0 0 I J LJ _A. s 0 II D J I F M A II J J N 0 J F 

44 P<1!1>4'e \Volland E•al.otlcn llepor1 92days TIIIJ9121!)ol Thu1W04 ==:J 
45 Prepare Endangered Species Biological Report 92 days Thu 9/2/04 Thu 12/2/04 ==:J 
45 Prepare Air Quality Report 92 days Thu 9/2/04 Thu 1212/04 I ==:J 
~ Prepare Noise Study Report 92 days Thu 9/2/04 Thu 12/2/04 

I 

I ==:J 
~ Prepare Contamination Screening Evaluation 92 days Thu 9/2/04 Thu 12/2/04 ==:J 
1---;jg Prepare Pre-Draft EIS 120 days Thu 9/2104 Thu 12/30/04 I 

t--so Permits Coordination Package 92 days Thu 9/30/04 Thu 12/30/04 

---s;- Agency Roundtable 2nd Meeting 0 days Tue 12114/04 Tue 12/14104 • 12/14 

~ 1st FOOT Review of Pre-Draft EIS 43 days Thu 12/30/04 Thu 2/10/05 = ----s3 Revise PD&E Documents & DEIS 99 days Thu 2/10/05 Thu 5/19/05 

54 Submit Document to FHWA 0 days Thu 5/19/05 Thu 5/19/05 • 511 9 

---ss FDOT/FHWA Review of DEIS 29 days Thu 5119/05 Thu 6/16/05 = ---s6 Incorporate FHWA Comments 15 days Thu 6/16/05 Thu 6/30/05 D 
---sr- FHWA Review & Approval of DEIS 29 days Thu 6/30/05 Thu 7/26/05 = ---sa FHWA Approval of DEIS 0 days Thu 7/28/05 Thu 7/28/05 • 7/28 
f--sg Reproduction 14 days Fri 7/29/05 Thu 8/11105 

I 
0 

f--so FHWA Files DEIS with EPA 15 days Fri 8/12/05 Fri 8/26/05 D 
'61 Publish Notice or Availability of DEIS 15 days Fri 8/12/05 Frl B/26/05 D 
62 EPA Publishes Notice of Availability of DEIS 10 days Man 8/29/05 Wed 9/7/05 ! D 
~ 45-Day Comment Period 45 days Thu 9/8/05 Sat 10/22/05 

I = 
64 Prepare Rnal EIS 186 days Tue 9127/05 Fri 3131/06 

65 FOOT Re\liew ot FE IS 43 days Fri 3/31/06 Fn 5112io6 = ~ Revise FEIS 57 days Fri 5112106 Fn 717/o6 ' = "67 FHWA Re\liew of FE IS 29 days Fri 7/7/06 Fn Bl41o6 = 
~ 

I 
Incorporate FHWA Comments 29 days Fn BI4/06 Frl9/1106 

! = 
69 FHWA Review & Approval of FEIS & DROD 43 days Fn 9/1106 Fri 10/13/06 = "70 Reproduction of FEIS 15 days Fn 1ol13/o6 Fri 10/27/06 i D 
---n- FHWA Adopts FEIS o days Fri 10/13/06 Fri 10113/06 .10/13 

"'72" FHWA Files FEIS with EPA 11 days Fri 10/27/06 Man 11/6/06 0 
~ EPA Publishes Notice of Availability of FE IS 12 days Man 1116/06 Fri 11/17/06 i CJ 
---r4 30-Day Comment Period 30 days Fri 11/17/06 Sat12116/06 = '""""75 Location Design Concept Acceptance 0 days Man 12/18/06 Man 12/16106 • 12/18 

~ Engineering Analysis 781 days Tue 12/23/03 Fri 2/10/06 ... • "'71 Design Traffic Technical Memorandum 85 days Tue 12123/03 Tue 3116/04 c::::+:= ---nr- Sarery Analysis 13 days Wed 2/4/04 Man 2/16/04 ~ D 
"79 Existing Condition Analysis 57 days Wed 2/4/04 Wed3131/04 = Iii) Development of Needs Statement 29 days Wed 3/3/04 Wed :l/31104 ' = ----a1 Corridor Analysis 57 days Thu 5/13/04 Thu 7/B/04 c:=:::J 
82 Establish & Analyze Design Alternatives 183 days Thu 7/8/04 Thu 1/6/05 ! 
.--el Bridge Analysis 92 days Thu 7/8/04 Thu 10/7/04 ! ==:J 
"84 Prepare Concept Plans 120 days Thu 7/8/04 Thu 1114104 

--as- Geotechnical Report 57 days Thu 7/8/04 Thu 9/2/04 = 
---a& Drainage Analysis 68 days Man 8/9/04 Fri 10/15/04 i = 

Project: Krome Avenue Schedule.mp~ I Task Milestone • Rolled Up Task Rolled Up Progress External Tasks Group By Summary $ • Date: Fri 1/23104 Progress Summary • • Rolled Up Mileslone 0 Split Project Summary • • Deadline v """""""' ' 
Page 2 



The URSTeam 
SR 997/Ktome Avenue/SW tn Ave (S) PO&E Study 

311-Month Schedule lor EIS 

ID Task Nama l Duration J Start I Finish ,2004 2005 2006 
s 0 N 0 J F I M A , M J J A s 0 N D J F M A M J J A s 0 N D J F M A M J A s 0 N D J F 

87 CGmparotwo An:U)I.ois ol Allomotiveo 67<1ayo Mcn8/31l/'04 Thu 1114/04 c:=:::J 
"""'"iiB Prepare 1st Draft Preliminary Engi~ering Report 120da)lll Thu 912104 Thu 12130104 ' 
~ Value Engineering ln!ormation Report :!!I days Man 1014/04 Mon 1/1104 I = I 
90" FOOT Review of 1st Draft Preftmtnary Engineering Report 22claya Thu 12/30104 Thu 1/l!0/05 I Q 

~ Prapara Master Plans 120<1avs ihu 12130104 Thu "123105 I·· · ·' ·.·, ·· •. • J 

~ Typical Sectlon Package 29dayt Thu 2124.'05 Thu 3124105 i C:J e---ga Prepars 2nd britt-Preliminary Engineering Report 64daya Thu 2124105 Thu<128105 I = f---gr Prepare Conceptual Stage Reloc;atlon Plan (FOOT) 64 dar> Thu:u.t4105 Thu 4123'05 = -95 Access Manageme'nt Review 57daVS Tbu 3/ljOS ' Thu 4/28/0S l ~ 

1-----a& FOOT Review of 2nd Draft Preliminary Engineering Report 21 ¢>.'!' Fd 4129.105 Thu 5119105 I 
El ' 1-----gr-- FHWA Review c1 Documents 29da'f' ThuS/19105 Thu 8116/05 ! = f--ga Submtt Documents to FHWA O<lal'! Tbu 5119!05 Thu 5119105 • 5119 

1----gg- Incorporate FHWA Ccmmenls IS clays Thu 6{18/0S Thu6130105 ! Q 

~ - FHWA 1\.,.;ew i. Appt.V.i at ciocumonts 29 dolys Tnu 61:l0105 Thu7/2.8!05 ! = f--;or Prepare Final Preliminary Engineertng Report 92dal'!' Mon912!WS Man 12/Z&'OS ====:J 
'1ii2"' Typical Section Review 19 day; Thu 1012711!5 Man 11/14105 i Cl 
f-:Jo3 Typical Seotlon Approval 21 daYJ Thu 11117105 Wed HZ/7/05 I (j:::J 

~ Review Final Preliminary Engineering Report 22daY5 Mon 12126105 Mon 1/11>'06 G:l 1-ros-' . -"RevlseF!Mf Preliminary Engineering Report- - 26d>yo Man 1n6100 Frt2110106 i = I 

Ta k Milestone • Rolleo Up Task 1: ~ 
, . ., ;I Rolled Up Progress ExlomaiTaska Group By SUmmary ¥ • Projeot: Krome Avenu~ Schedule.mPJ: I '· 

Date: Fri 1123104 • ' Rolled Up Milestone 0 Prolet1 Sum"""Y • • v P"''JfiHIS Sum"""Y Split 
1111 11 111111111 1 

Deadline 

Pi!Q$3 



Krome A venue South PD&E Study 

Introduction Meeting Summary- Status Report 

The Project Team has conducted numerous meetings to interview local representatives of the cross-section of the South Dade community including elected officials, business leaders and other organizations. These meeting 
are intended to obtain their perspective regarding this Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study and other studies that have been or are being conducted in the South Miami-Dade area. The table below is a 
summary of the initial input received. 



Krome Avenue South & North PD&E Studies 

Meetings Record - Agencies I Government I Elected Officials I Associations. 

The Project Teams for Krome Avenue South and Krome Avenue North have conducted numerous meetings regarding both Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Studies. The table below is a summary of the meetings conducted and/or 
scheduled with Federal/State/Local agencies, governmental institutions, elected officials, and associations. 

Name Organization Represents Safety Concerns Implement Improvements Meeting Date 
The Honorable Jose 'Pepe' Diaz Miami-Dade County Commissioner- District 12 District 12 Yes Yes 10120103 
The Honorable Ken Sorensen State Representative State District Yes Yes 10123103 
The Honorable David Rivera State Representative State District Yes Yes 10130103 
The Honorable Marcelo Llorente State Representative State District Yes Yes 10130103 
The Honorable Debbie Waserman-Shultz State Senator State District Yes Yes 11105103 
The Honorable Joe Martinez Miami-Dade County Commissioner - District 11 District 11 Yes Yes 11/12103 
The Honorable Katy Sorenson Miami-Dade County Commissioner- District 8 District 8 Yes Yes 01/08104 
The Honorable Dennis Moss Miami-Dade County Commissioner- District 9 District 9 Yes Yes 01114104 
The Honorable Rudv Garcia State Senator 40tn District 40tn District Yes Yes 01122104 
Eugene Leon, Project Manager City of Florida City City Government Yes Yes 02126104 
State of Florida Department of Agriculture and Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services State of Florida Yes Yes 02126104 
Consumer Services 
The Honorable Juan Carlos Zapata State Representative State District Yes Yes 02127104 
Transportation Aesthetics Review Comm. Miami-Dade County- MPO Subcommittee Local Government Yes Yes 03110104 
Miami-Dade County Farm Bureau Farm Bureau County Yes Yes 03110104 
Rick Stauts City of Homestead Community Redevelopment Agency City Government Yes Yes 04107104 

(CRA) 
National Park Service US Department of the Interior us Yes Yes 04130104 
Community Council #11 Local Community Council Local Zoning Board Yes Yes 05119104 
Homestead I Fl. City Chamber of Commerce Local Chamber of Commerce Economic Development Yes Yes 05127104 
CTAC Miami-Dade County- MPO Subcommittee Local Government Yes Yes 06130104 
Roundtable Scoping Meeting wl Agencies Jurisdictional Agencies (all levels) Governmental Yes Yes 07121104 
Hammocks CAC Citizens Association Citizens Association Yes Yes 08125104 
Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida Sovereign Nation Miccosukee Tribe Yes Yes 09116104 
Homestead I Fl. City Empowerment Zone Neighborhood Board Economic Development Yes Yes 10107104 
Kendall Federation of Homeowners Homeowners Association Citizens Association Yes Yes 12106104 
CERP Comprehensive Everglades Restoration Plan (CERP) State Yes Yes 01112105 
The Honorable Juan Carlos Zapata State Representative State District Yes Yes 02101105 
Lt. Julio Pajon FHP us Yes Yes 03115105 
Community Council # 14 Local Community Council Local Zoning Board Yes Yes 06117105 
Vision Council Business Forum Regarding Local Community Council Local Zoning Board Yes Yes 06117105 
South Miami-Dade Transportation Projects 
Miami-Dade County Department of 
Environmental Resources Management DERM County Yes Yes 07120105 

_(DERM) 
Owaissa Bauer (EEL) Site Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL) County Yes Yes 07/20/05 
BPAC Miami-Dade County- MPO Subcommittee Bike I Pedestrian Yes Yes 07127105 
Denver Stuntler Jr. FDOT Secretary State FDOT Yes Yes 02101106 
CTAC Citizens Transportation Advisory Committee Citizen Association Yes Yes 02122106 
Owaissa Bauer (EEL) Site Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL) County Yes Yes 04127106 
Miami-Dade County Department of 
Environmental Resources Management DERM County Yes Yes 04127106 
(DERM) 
South Miami-Dade Watershed Study Advisory South Miami-Dade Watershed Study Advisory Citizens Association Yes Yes 04127106 
Committee Committee 
BPAC Miami-Dade County- MPO Subcommittee Bike I Pedestrian Yes Yes 06/21/06 
United Citizens of South Link/United Citizens Citizens Association Citizens Association Yes Yes 08112106 
for Cutler Bay 

K:\Krome Ave\Public.lnvolvement.InformationiMatrices of meetings held\Meetings Summary Table. Agencies & Elected Officials .doc 
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This notice is issued pursuant to Title 
49 U.S.C. 47118. 

Issued at Washington, DC on October 26, 
2005. 
Dennis E. Roberts, 
Director, Office of Airport Planning and 
Programming. 
[FR Doc. 05–21744 Filed 10–31–05; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–13–M 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Highway Administration 

Environmental Impact Statement: 
Miami-Dade County, Florida 

AGENCY: Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), DOT. 
ACTION: Notice of Intent. 

SUMMARY: The FHWA is issuing this 
notice to advise the public that an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
will be prepared for a proposed highway 
project in Miami-Dade County, Florida. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. 
Gregory E. Williams, P.E., District 
Transportation Engineer, Federal 
Highway Administration, 545 John 
Knox Road, Suite 200, Tallahassee, 
Florida 32303. Telephone: (850) 942– 
9650 Ext. 3031. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
FHWA, in cooperation with the Florida 
Department of Transportation (FDOT, 
will prepare an EIS for a proposal to 
improve SR 997 (Krome Avenue) in 
Miami-Dade County, Florida. The 
proposed improvement would involve 
safety and capacity upgrades to SR 997 
(Krome Avenue) from SW., 296th Street/ 
Avocado Drive to SW 136th Street/ 
Howard Street, a distance of 
approximately 10.07 miles. 
Improvements to the corridor are 
considered necessary to provide for 
safety improvements and projected 
future traffic demands. Alternatives 
under consideration include (1) taking 
no action; (20 widening the existing 
two-lane roadway to a divided two-lane 
roadway; (3) widening the existing two- 
lane roadway to a divided two-lane 

roadway with passing zones; and (4) 
widening the existing two-lane roadway 
to a four-lane divided roadway. 

Letters describing the proposed action 
and soliciting comments will be sent to 
appropriate Federal, State, and local 
agencies, and to private organizations 
and citizens who have expressed 
interest in this project. A series of 
public meetings are being held in 
Miami-Dade County beginning in 
December 2004 and are expected to 
continue until approximately July 2007. 
In addition, a Public Hearing will be 
held. Public notice will be given of the 
time and location of project meetings 
and the hearing. The Draft EIS will be 
made available for public and agency 
review and comment. A formal kick-off 
meeting was held on January 20th, 2004. 

To ensure that the full range of issues 
related to the proposed action is 
addressed and all significant issues 
identified, comments and suggestions 
are invited from all interested parties. 
Comment or questions concerning this 
proposed action and the EIS should be 
directed to the FHWA at the address 
provided above. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Number 20.205, Highway Research, 
Planning, and Construction. The regulations 
implementing Executive Order 12372 
regarding inter-governmental consultation on 
Federal programs and activities apply to this 
program.) 

Issued on: October 13, 2005. 
Gregory E. Williams, 
District Transportation Engineer, Tallahassee, 
Florida. 
[FR Doc. 05–21699 Filed 10–31–05; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–22–M 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Transit Administration 

Over-the-Road Bus Accessibility 
Program Announcement of Project 
Selections 

AGENCY: Federal Transit Administration, 
DOT. 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: The U.S. Department of 
Transportation (DOT) Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) announces the 
selection of projects to be funded under 
Fiscal Year 2005 appropriations for the 
Over-the-Road Bus (OTRB) Accessibility 
Program, authorized by Section 3038 of 
the Transportation Equity Act for the 
21st Century (TEA–21). The OTRB 
Accessibility Program makes funds 
available to private operators of over- 
the-road buses to help finance the 
incremental capital and training costs of 
complying with DOT’s over-the-road 
bus accessibility rule, published in the 
Federal Register on September 24, 1998. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: The 
appropriate FTA Regional 
Administrator for grant-specific issues; 
or Blenda Younger, Office of Program 
Management, (202) 366–2053, for 
general information about the OTRB 
Program. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A total of 
$6.9 million was made available for the 
program in FY 2005: $5.2 million for 
intercity fixed-route providers and $1.7 
million for all other providers, such as 
commuter, charter, and tour operators. 
A total of 120 applicants requested 
$33.7 million: $19.5 million was 
requested by intercity fixed-route 
providers, and $14.2 million was 
requested by all other providers. Project 
selections were made on a discretionary 
basis, based on each applicant’s 
responsiveness to statutory project 
selection criteria, fleet size, and level of 
funding received in previous years. 
Because of the high demand for the 
funds available, most applicants 
received less funding than they 
requested, but almost all qualified 
applicants received some funding. The 
selected projects will provide funding 
for the incremental cost of adding lifts 
to 72 new vehicles, retrofitting 122 
vehicles, and $53,099 for training. Each 
of the following 93 awardees, as well as 
the 27 applicants who were not selected 
for funding, will receive a letter that 
explains how funding decisions were 
made. 

AWARD AMOUNT 

Operator City/State Intercity 
fixed-route Other Total 

Region I 
Arrow Line ............................................................................... E. Hartford, CT ...................... ........................ $35,932 $35,932 
Bonanza Bus Lines ................................................................. Providence, RI ....................... $32,881 ........................ 32,881 
Concord Coach Lines, Inc. ...................................................... Concord, NH .......................... 46,800 ........................ 46,800 
Dartmouth Transportation Co., Inc. ......................................... Concord, NH .......................... 23,900 ........................ 23,900 
DATTCO, Inc. .......................................................................... New Britain, CT ..................... 35,000 ........................ 35,000 
M&L Transit Systems, Inc. ...................................................... Woburn, MA ........................... ........................ 35,000 35,000 
Peter Pan Bus Lines ............................................................... Springfield, MA ...................... 31,461 ........................ 31,461 
Plymouth & Brockton ............................................................... Plymouth, MA ........................ 55,620 ........................ 55,620 

VerDate Aug<31>2005 17:22 Oct 31, 2005 Jkt 205001 PO 00000 Frm 00090 Fmt 4703 Sfmt 4703 E:\FR\FM\01NON1.SGM 01NON1
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Florida Department of Transportation 

JEB BUSH 
GOVERNOR 

1 000 Northwest 111 th Avenue 
Miami, Florida 33172-5800 

District Six Environmental Management Office 
1000 NW lllthAvenue, Room 6103 
Miami, Florida 33172 

February 27,2004 

Lauren P. Milligan 
Florida State Clearinghouse 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard, Mail Station 47 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-3000 

Dear Ms. Milligan: 

Subject: Advance Notification 

JOSE ABREU 
SECRETARY 

SR 997/Krome Avenue/SW 177 Avenue (South) from SW 296th Street to SW 
!36th Street 

Financial Management No.: 249614-4-21-01 
Federal Aid Project No.: Not Assigned 
County: Miami-Dade 

The attached Advance Notification package is forwarded to your office for processing through 
appropriate State agencies in accordance with Executive Order 95-359. Distribution to local and 
Federal agencies is being made as noted. 

Although more specific comments will be solicited during the permit coordination process, we 
request that permitting and permit reviewing agencies review the attached information and furnish us 
with whatever general comments they consider pertinent at this time. 

This is a Federal-aid action and the Florida Department of Transportation, in consultation with the 
Federal Highway Administration, will determine what degree of environmental documentation will 
be necessary. The determination will be based upon in-house environmental evaluations and 
comments received through coordination with other agencies. Please provide a consistency review 
for this project in accordance with the State's Coastal Zone Management Program. 

In addition, please review this improvement's consistency, to the maximum extent feasible, with the 
approved Comprehensive Plan of the local govemmentjurisdictions pursuant to Chapter 163, Florida 
Statutes. 

We are looking forward to receiving your comments on the project within 45 days. Should 
additional review time be required, a written request for an extension of time must be submitted to 
our office within the initial 45-day comment period. 

www.dot.state.fl.us ®RECYCLED PAPER 
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February 27, 2004 
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Your comments should be addressed to: 

Alice N. Bravo, P.E. 
District Environmental Management Engineer 
Florida Department of Transportation 
District Environmental Management Office 
1000 N.W. 1llth Avenue, Room 6103 
Miami, Florida 33172 

Your expeditious handling of this notice will be appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Alice N. Bravo, P.E. 
District Environmental Management Engineer 

Attachment 

cc: 

Federal Highway Administration - Division Administrator 
Federal Aviation Administration - Airports District Office 
Federal Emergency Management Agency- Natural Hazards Branch, Chief 
Federal Emergency Management Agency- Region IV, Mitigation Division, Chief 
Federal Railroad Administration - Office of Economic Analysis, Director 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - Regulatory Branch, District Engineer, Jacksonville 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers- Regulatory Branch, District Engineer, Miami 
U.S. Department of Commerce- National Marine Fisheries Service, Habitat Conservation Division, 

Area Supervisor, Panama City 
U.S. Department of Commerce National Marine Fisheries Service, Habitat Conservation Division, 

Miami Branch Office 
U.S. Department of Commerce- National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, Ecology and 

Conservation Office, Director 
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services - Centers for Disease Control and Prevention 
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development- Regional Environmental Officer 
U.S. Department of Interior - Bureau of Indian Affairs, Office of Trust Responsibilities, Chief 
U.S. Department of Interior- Bureau of Land Management, Eastern States Office, Director 
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U.S. Department of Interior- Fish and Wildlife Service, Field Supervisor 
U.S. Department of Interior- National Park Service, Southeast Regional Office 
U.S. Department of Interior- U.S. Geological Survey, Review Unit, Chief 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency- Region IV, Regional Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency- Region IV, Groundwater Technology and Management 

Section 
U.S. House of Representatives, District 25- Hon. Representative Mario Diaz-Balart 
U. S. Senate- Hon. Senator Bill Nelson 
U. S. Senate - Hon. Senator Bob Graham 
Florida House of Representatives, District 116- Hon. Representative Marcelo Llorente 
Florida House of Representatives, District 119 - Hon. Representative Juan Zapata 
Florida House of Representatives, District 120- Hon. Representative Ken Sorensen 
Florida Senate, District 34- Hon. Senator Debbie Wasserman Schultz 
Florida Senate, District 38 - Hon. Senator J. Alex Villalobos 
Florida Department of Community Affairs - Division of Growth Management 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection, Southeast District - Melissa Meeker, Director 
Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission- Office of Environmental Services, Director 
Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission- South Region Director, West Palm Beach 
Florida Department of Transportation- Central Environmental Management Office-

Mr. C.L. Irwin, Manager 
Florida Department of Transportation- District VI Director of Planning and Programs-

Mr. Gary Donn, P .E. 
Florida Department ofTransportation - District VI Planning and Programs -Mr. Rafael DeArazoza 
Florida Department of Transportation- Federal-Aid Programs Manager- Mr. James Jobe 
Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida- Mr. Steve Terry, Land Resources Manager 
South Florida Regional Planning Council, Executive Director 
South Florida Water Management District, Executive Director 
Miami-Dade County Aviation Department -Angela Gittens, Director 
Miami-Dade County Commission, District 8 - Katy Sorenson 
Miami-Dade County Commission, District 9 - Dennis Moss 
Miami-Dade County Community and Economic Development Department - Bryan Finnie, 

Acting Director 
Miami-Dade County Department of Environmental Resources Management- John W. Renfrow, 

Director 
Miami-Dade County Department of Planning and Zoning- Diane O'Quinn Williams, Director 
Miami-Dade County Division of Public Works- Mr. Aristides Rivera, Director 
Miami-Dade County Expressway Authority, Director 
Miami-Dade County Fire and Rescue - Chief Antonio Bared, Director 
Miami-Dade County Manager- Mr. George Burgess 
Miami-Dade County Metropolitan Planning Organization- Jose-Luis Mesa, Director 
Miami-Dade County Parks and Recreation Department - Vivian Donnell Rodriguez, Director 
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Miami-Dade County Office of Emergency Management- Assistant Chief Carlos Castillo, Director 
Miami-Dade County Office of the Mayor- Hon. Alex Penelas 
Miami-Dade County Office of Public Transportation Management- Danny Alvarez, 

Executive Director 
Miami-Dade County Police Department - Carlos Alvarez, Director 
Miami-Dade County Transit Agency- Roosevelt Bradley, Director 
Miami-Dade County Water and Sewer Department- William M. Brant, Director 



STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
ADVANCE NOTIFICATION FACT SHEET 

1. Need for the Project: 

Krome Avenue, located in western Miami-Dade County, is part of the Florida Intrastate Highway 
System (FIHS), which the Florida Legislature adopted in 1990. The existing corridor is also 
physically and functionally deficient and can meet neither the current needs nor future demands of 
the area with regard to safety, flooding, mobility, water quality, economic competitiveness and 
preservation of the existing roadway as a high quality transportation facility. Furthermore, Krome 
A venue provides regional connectivity and serves as an alternate hurricane evacuation route to US-I 
and the Florida Turnpike for those living in south Miami-Dade County. 

The proposed project has been found consistent with the Departroent of Community Affairs (DCA) 
approved Miami-Dade County Comprehensive Development Plan, as amended (required under 
Chapter 163, Florida Statutes) and with Miami-Dade Comprehensive Development Master Plan 
through the DC A's review of the tentative Work Program pursuant to Section 339.135( 4)(f), Florida 
Statutes. The project is consistent with the approved comprehensive Long Range Transportation 
Plan of the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) and the local gubematorially-approved 2004 
Miami-Dade MPO Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP). The project is consistent with the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) for areas of ozone non-attainment. In addition, the improvement is part of 
an MPO-approved Congestion Management System (CMS) and is contained in a Federally-approved 
conforming TIP. 

2. Description ofthe Project: 

Krome Avenue, within the project limits from S.W. 296th Streetto S.W. !36th Street, (referred to as 
"Krome South") is a I 0.24-mile roadway classified as a rural principal arterial (see Project Location 
Map). The typical section varies slightly consisting primarily of two lanes, varying in width from 
10.5 feet to 12 feet; paved shoulders ranging from 4 feet to 12 feet; and swales. The project proposes 
to develop and analyze alternatives including a no build alternative, a Transportation System 
Management (TSM) alternative, and several build alternatives consisting of two, three and four-lane 
typical sections. All alternatives will look at preserving the rural character of the corridor while 
providing safety and operational enhancements. 

3. Environmental Information: 

a. Land Uses: The proposed project corridor traverses a rural farming and residential 
community. The rural land uses include numerous agricultural fields and herbaceous, ornamental, 
and fruit tree nurseries. The agricultural fields include seasonal "self-pick" fields with fruit/vegetable 
stands. There are many nurseries found scattered along much of the southern stretch of Krome 
Avenue; most are open to the public with direct access onto Krome Avenue. 

From S.W. 296th Street to S.W. 288th Street, residential estate densities of 1 to 2.5 dwelling units 
per acre occur on both sides of the corridor. From S.W. 288th Street to S. W. 272"d Street, residential 
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estates occur only on the east side of Krome Avenue, while agricultural land use occurs on the west 
side. North of S.W. 272nd Street, agriculture dominates land use along Krome Avenue, with the 
exception of some intersections that are designated business and office land uses. The intersections 
on Krome Avenue that contain the office and business land uses are found at intersections of272nd 
Street, 248th Street, 232nd Street, and 200th Street on the corridor. There are at least eight gas 
stations on the corridor. Along this southern portion of the Krome South corridor, between 288th 
Street and !84th Street, three establishments were found to have active horse hitching posts, which 
shows evidence of the historically preserved rural character of Krome Avenue. Other land uses 
include an airplane glider facility on SW !68th Street and Krome Avenue, three churches and one 
religious school found along the corridor. There are no anticipated changes in land use designations 
for the Krome South corridor at the time of this study. 

b. Wetlands: There are no apparent jurisdictional wetlands present on the Krome South corridor, 
although South Florida Water Management District (SFWMD) Canals C-1 02 and C-1 03 as well as a 
small borrow lake are present within the project's right of way. Impacts to wetlands are not 
anticipated, however, should unavoidable impacts to jurisdictional wetlands occur they will be 
mitigated through the permitting process. 

c. Floodplains: Floodplains are known to occur in the project's boundaries. Between SW 152 
Street and SW 296 Street, the Krome Avenue corridor lies within an equal mix of Zone AH (base 
flood elevation determined, 7-8 feet.) and Zone X (base flood elevation determined, 1-3 feet). There 
are no regulatory floodways in Miami-Dade County. 

d. Wildlife and Habitat: There are two ecologically significant parcels ofland owned by Miami
Dade County located along the project corridor. The Owassia Bauer Addition #1 and the Owassia 
Bauer Addition GSA Pineland are located to the north and south of 264th Street along Krome 
Avenue to the east. These parcels contain hardwood hammock and Southern Biscayne pine rockland 
habitats. The Natural Forest Community Preserve of the Owaissa Bauer Pine Rockland contains 65 
acres of pine rockland and 15 acres ofhardwood hammock. The Owaissa Bauer Addition #1 to the 
north of 264th Street contains 10 acres, while to the south of 264th Street, the Owassia Bauer 
Addition GSA Pineland contains 9.3 acres. These lands are protected under the Tree Protection 
Program and the Environmentally Endangered Lands Program of Miami-Dade County (EEL). The 
following species are listed by either the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), the Florida Fish 
and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC), or the Florida Department of Agriculture & 
Consumer Services (FDA) as endangered (E), threatened (T), threatened due to similar appearance to 
another species T(S/ A), or [Florida] species of special concern (SSC), and could possibly inhabit or 
migrate through the subject project vicinity: 

Birds 

Status 
FWS!FWC 

Roseate Spoonbill (Ajaia ajaja) ............................................................................................. [ /SSC] 
Limpkin (Aramus guarauna) ................................................................................................... [/SSC] 
White-crowned pigeon (Columba leucocephala) ....................................................................... [IT] 
Little blue heron (Egretta caerulea) ....................................................................................... [ /SSC] 
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Status 
FWS/FWC 

Reddish egret (Egretta mfescens) ......................................................................................... ( /SSC] 
Snowy egret (Egretta thula) .................................................................................................. ( /SSC] 
Tricolored heron (Egretta tricolor) ........................................................................................ ( /SSC] 
Peregrine falcon (Falco peregrinus) ........................................................................................... [ IE] 
Southeastern American kestrel (Falco sparverius paulus) ......................................................... [ /T] 
Bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) ...................................................................................... (T/T] 
Wood stork (Mycteria americana) ............................................................................................ [EIE] 
Osprey (Pandion haliaetus) [ /SSC] 
Everglade snail kite (Rostrharnus sociabilis plurnbeus) ........................................................... [EIE] 

Mammals 
Florida Panther (Felis concolor f.Q!Y!) ...................................................................................... [EIE] 
West Indian manatee (Trichechus manatus latirostris) ............................................................. [EIE] 
Florida black bear (Ursus american us floridanus) ..................................................................... [ IT] 

Reptiles 
American alligator (Alligator mississippiensis) .......................................................... [T(S/A)/SSC] 
Eastern indigo snake (Drymarchon corais couperi) .................................................................. [T /T] 

Plants 

Status 
FWS/FDA 

Tarnarindillo (Acacia choriophylla) ........................................................................................... [IE] 
Golden leather fern (Acrostichurn aureurn) ............................................................................... [IE] 
Everglades leaflace (Alvaradoa amor:phoides ) .......................................................................... [ IE] 
Joewood (Jacquinia keyensis) ................................................................................................... [IT] 
Florida thatch palm (Thrinax radiata) ....................................................................................... [IE] 
Florida Brickell-Bush (Brickellia mosieri) ................................................................................ [IE] 
Hairy Deltoid Spurge (Charnaesyce adhaerens) ........................................................................ [IE] 

The USFWS has designated portions of Miami-Dade County as critical habitat (CH) for the 
Everglade Snail Kite and West Indian Manatee. A Biological Assessment will be conducted in order 
to determine the possible presence of, and potential impacts to, the above listed species, other 
wildlife, and their critical habitat within the project vicinity. 

e. Outstanding Florida Waters: All waters of Everglades National Park are classified as 
Outstanding Florida Waters (OFW). However, there is no potential for involvement with these 
waters by this project because it is situated entirely outside of and to the east (downflow) of 
Everglades National Park. The SFWMD Canals C-1 02 and C-1 03 are not classified as OFW s. 

f. Aquatic Preserves: None. 

g. Coastal Zone Consistency Determination is Required: Yes, (15 CFR 930). 
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h. Cultural Resources: According to a review of the Florida Master Site File database, numerous 
(approx. 100) previously inventoried historic resources are present adjacent to or near the project 
corridor. These include four sites listed in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP): Neva 
King Cooper Elementary School/520 NW 1st Avenue (8DA00308); Florida Pioneer Museum/826 N 
Krome Avenue (8DA02678); Girar Title Company/906 N Krome Avenue (8DA02679); 
McMinn/Horne House/25 NE 12TH Street (8DA02748); and one site which has been determined 
eligible for the NRHP by the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO): Seminole Theatre/22 N 
Krome Avenue (8DA02672). No previously recorded archaeological resources were identified 
during the review of the Florida Master Site File database. A Cultural Resources Assessment Survey 
will be conducted for the project. 

Miami-Dade Parks and Recreation Department has jurisdiction over the Everglades Archery Range 
and adjacent Camp Owaissa Bauer, located on the northeast comer of Krome Avenue along SW 
264th Street. Miami-Dade County 's Environmentally Endangered Lands program manages one 
parcel of land, the Owaissa Bauer Addition GSA Pineland, which is located on the southeastern 
corner of the intersection at SW 264th Street, immediately adjacent to the project corridor. This 
parcel is 10 acres in size and consists mostly of pine rockland and hammock. The South Dade 
Greenway Trail runs parallel to the C-1 03 canal and crosses Krome Avenue alongside the canal. The 
Redlands Golf and Country Club is located adjacent to the eastern Krome Avenue right-of-way, on 
the northeast comer of SW 248th Street. 

i. Coastal Barrier Resources: None. 

j. Contamination: There are at least 40 known sources of groundwater and/or soil contamination 
and there may be other sources of contamination found within the right of way of the corridor. These 
include but are not limited to: registered hazardous waste generators, fuel tanks and agrochemical 
storage areas. A Contamination Screening Evaluation will be conducted to assess the potential 
involvement with such sites. 

In addition, "Special Provisions for Unidentified Areas of Contamination" shall be provided in the 
project's construction contract documents. These provisions require that in the event any hazardous 
material or suspected contamination is encountered during construction, or if any spills caused by 
construction-related materials should occur, the contractor shall be instructed to stop work 
immediately and notifY the District Six Construction Project Manager who will coordinate with the 
District Six Environmental Management Office and the appropriate regulatory agencies for 
assistance. 

In case of a chemical spill on the roadway, the FDOT maintains a contract for emergency response 
and remediation on any of the State roads. In addition, local first response agencies such as the 
Miami-Dade Cou.11ty Fire Department and Miami-Dade Cmmty Department of Environmental 
Resources Management (DERM) have established emergency response mechanisms, which are put 
into immediate action in the event of a chemical spill. 
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k. Sole Source Aquifer: Miami-Dade County is underlain by the Biscayne Aquifer, the sole 
source of potable water for most of southeastern Florida. Potable water is supplied for areas along 
Krome Avenue south ofS.W. 248th Street in the unincorporated areas of the County, by the South 
Dade Water Supply System that is comprised of five local water treatment plants. Potable water for 
residents in the project area north of S.W. 248th Street is supplied from wellfields north of the 
project corridor. However, the project corridor does not encroach on the cones of influence for any 
of these wellfields. 

The Krome Avenue South project area appears to be entirely excluded from the vicinity of the study 
area for the proposed South Wellfield (under study until20 1 0). The location of the proposed South 
Wellfie1d is approximately six (6) miles to the east ofKrome Avenue South and includes nine (9) 
p1armed wellheads. While the wellfield study is currently ongoing, it appears that the project 
corridor will be approximately two (2) to three (3) miles outside (west of) the westerly cone of 
influence for the proposed wells. 

The proposed stormwater facility design will include, at a minimum, the water quantity requirements 
for the water quality impacts as required by Chapter 24, Section 24-58 of the Miami-Dade County 
code. The Miami-Dade County requirements meet or exceed the State of Florida water quality and 
water quantity requirements. Therefore, it is anticipated that water quality within the project area 
will improve due to the proposed stormwater treatment measures. 

I. Noise: A traffic noise analysis will be conducted in accordance with Chapter 17, Part 2, of the 
PD&E Manual. An in-depth review of the project corridor will be conducted in order to more 
precisely identif'y existing and future noise sensitive locations and determine existing noise levels. If 
noise impacts are identified at nearby noise sensitive sites, noise abatement will be considered for 
reasonableness and feasibility. Following completion of the noise analysis, an appropriate Noise 
Study Report will be prepared. 

m. Other Comments: Water quality impacts resulting from erosion and sedimentation during 
construction activities will be controlled in accordance with the latest edition ofFDOT's Standard 
Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction and through the use ofBest Management Practices, 
including temporary erosion control features. 

4. Navigable Waterway Crossing?: [ ] Yes [X] No 

5. Permits Required: 

Permits anticipated to be required for the project include: 

United States Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE): 
- Dredge and Fill Permit 
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South Florida Water Management District (SFWMD): 
- Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) 
- Right-of-Way Occupancy Permits (for the C-1 02 & C-1 03 Canals) 

Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP): 
-National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit 
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OMB Approval No. 03 48-0 04 

APPLICATION FOR 2. DATE SU6MfT'1'EO Appfieant ldantif!er 

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE 
February 27, 2004 FM# 249614·4·21·01 

1. TYPE OF SUBMISSION 3. DATE RECEIVED BY STATE State Applicant !dentitier 

App/icattOn Preapplication 

1:81 Construction 0 Construction 4. OAT£ RECEIVED BY FEDERAl AGENCY Federal Identifier 

0 Non-Construction 0 Non.construction 

5. APPLICANT INFORMATION 

Legai Name: Organizational Unit 

Rorida Department of Transportation Office of Design State Transportation Planners Office 

Address (give city, county, state, and ZiP cadet. Name and telephone nurrber of !he person to oa contacted on matters involving this application 
(give ares code) 

605 Suwannee Street, Tallahassee, Technical: Alice N. Bravo, P .E. (305) 470-5200 
Leon, Florida, 32399-0450 Budgetary. 

Contractual: 
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SAl# FL20040308557/C 

DepaQnent of Transportation- Advance Notification- SR 
977/;..;..~:neAv.enue/SW 177 Avenue South, From SW 296th 
Street/Avocado Drive to SW !36th Street- Financial Management 
No.: 249614-4-21-01- Miami-Dade County, Florida. 

The above-referenced project was received by the Florida State Clearinghouse on 
3/ S /a tf , and has been forwarded to the appropriate reviewing 

agencie~. 'the clearance letter and agency comments will be forwarded to you no 
later than 5 I l{ / 0 lf , unless you are otherwise notified. Please refer to 
the State Applic'atio~ Identifier (SAI) number in all written correspondence with the 
Florida State Clearinghouse regarding this project. If you have any questions, please 
contact the Clearinghouse staff at (850) 245-2161. 



MS # 47 MC Acct.# 0153-

Florida State Clearinghouse . 
Department of Environmental Protection 
3900 Commonwealth Blvd, Mail Station 47 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-3000 

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
MS. ALICE N. BRA YO, P.E. 
DISTRICT 6 ENVIRONMENTAL MGT. OFFICE 
1000 N.W. !liTH AVENUE, ROOM 6103 
MIAMI FL 33172-5800 



Department of 

Environmental Protection 

Jeb Bush 
Governor 

Ms. Alice N. Bravo, P.E. 

Marjory Stoneman Douglas Building 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-3000 

May4, 2004 

District Environmental Management Engineer 
Florida Department of Transportation 
1000 N.W. 111 th Avenue, Room 6103 
Miami, Florida 33172 

Colleen M. Castille 
Secretary 

RE: Department of Transportation, Advance Notification, SR 977/Krome Avenue/SW 17ih 
Avenue South, From SW 296th Street/Avocado Drive to SW 136th Street, Miami-Dade 
County, Florida 

SAl#: FL200403085571C 

Dear Ms. Bravo: 

The Florida s.tate Clearinghouse, pursuant to Executive Order 123 72, Gubernatorial 
Executive Order 95-359, the Coastal Zone Management Act, 16 U.S.C. §§ 1451-1464, as 
amended, and the National Environmental Policy Act, 42 U.S.C. §§ 4321, 4331-4335, 4341-
4347, as amended, has coordinated the review of the above-referenced advance notification. 

The Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) recommends that the entire corridor 
be evaluated for potential impacts to wetlands, and specific project components of the 
Comprehensive Everglades Restoration Plan (CERP). This portion of the Krome Avenue 
project, when coupled with the northern portion of the project, has the potential to impact both 
wetlands and areas that are in agricultural production. DEP also recommends precautions for 
managing potentially contaminated areas within the project area. Please see the enclosed 
memorandum from DEP for additional concerns and recommendations. 

The South Florida Water Management District (SFWMD) indicates that the proposed 
project "build" alternatives will require an environmental resource permit. The SFWMD will 
require documentation of efforts that were taken to avoid or minimize wetland impacts and 
mitigation will be required for unavoidable impacts. The SFWMD also discusses potential 
impacts to CERP projects that are underway within the District and recommends additional 
coordination between the responsible agencies. Please see the enclosed comments from the 
SFWMD for additional concerns and recommendations. 

The South Florida Regional Planning Council (SFRPC) indicates that the project should 
be consistent with the goals, policies and land development regulations of the local governments 

'"More Protectiun, Less Process" 

Prmted on recycled paper. 

·"-
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having jurisdiction within the project area. It is recommended that the applicant coordinate with 
all local governments that will be affected by the project. The SFRPC has summarized the goals 
and policies from its Strategic Regional Policy Plan that apply to this project. Please see the 
attached comments from the SFRPC and specific recommendations for complying with 
regulatory requirements. 

Based on the information contained in the advance notification and the enclosed state 
agency comments, the state has determined that, at this stage, the allocation of federal funds for 
the above-referenced project is consistent with the Florida Coastal Manag~ment Program 
(FCMP). However, the applicant is required to address the concerns identified by the reviewing 
agencies. The state's continued concurrence with the project will be based, in part, on the 
adequate resolution of issues identified during this and subsequent r~yi~WS: The state's final 
concurrence of the project's consistency with the FCMP will be determined' during the 
environmental permitting stage. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the proposed proj'ect. If you have any questions 
regarding this letter, please contact Mr. Bob Hall at 850/245-2163. 

Sincerely, 

Sally B. Mann, Director 
Office of Intergovernmental Programs 

SBM/rwh 

Enclosures 

cc: Mr. John Outland~ DEP, MS 45 
Mr. Tim Gray, DEP, West Palm Beach 
Mr. Jim Golden, SFWMD 
Ms. Christina Miskis, SFRPC 
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m~''" Florida 
~- Department of Environmental Protedion 
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DEP Home I OIP Home I Contact DEP I Search I DEP Site Map 

!Project Information 

!Project: I[FL200403085571 c 
Comments 

!April 04, 2004 Due: 

!Letter Due: IIMay 04, 2004 

Description: DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION- ADVANCE NOTIFICATION- SR 
977/KROME AVENUE/SW 177 AVENUE SOUTH, FROM SW 296TH 
STREET/AVOCADO DRIVE TO SW 136TH STREET- FINANCIAL 
MANAGEMENT NO.: 249614-4-21-01- MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA. 

!Keywords: IIDOT- SR 977/KROME AVENUEISW 177 AVENUE (SOUTH)- MIAMI-DADE CO., 

[CFDA #: 1[20.205 

[Agency Comments: 
I sOUTH FL RPC -SOUTH FLORIDA REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL 

Council staff notes that the project must be consistent with the goals and policies of the Miami-Dade County comprehensive 
development master plan and its corresponding land development regulations, and recommends that impacts to natural 
systems be minimized to the greatest extent feasible. The proposed road improvement program is generally consistent with 
the goals and policies of the Strategic Regional Policy Plan for South Florida. 

!MIAMI-DADE-

!ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY UNIT· OFFICE OF POLICY AND BUDGET, ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY UNIT 

/No Comment 

!cOMMUNITY AFFAIRS ·FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS 

jReleased Without Comment 

I FISH and WILDLIFE COMMISSION- FLORIDA FISH AND WILDLIFE CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

/No Comment 

!STATE- FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

/No Comment 

!ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION- FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 

DEP recommends that the entire Krome Avenue corridor be evaluated to detenmine total impacts to wetlands and 
agricultural areas as well as CERP project components. Memo provided. 

jSOUTH FLORIDA WMD ·SOUTH FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 

I Letter faxed/mailed on 4/9/04 

For more information please contact the Clearinghouse Office at: 

3900 COMMONWEALTH BOULEVARD MS-4 7 
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-3000 
TELEPHONE: (850) 245-2161 
FAX: (850) 245-2190 

Visit the Clearinghouse Home Page to query other projects. 

I 
I 
I 

I 

I 
I 

http://tlhora6.dep.state.fl.us/clearinghouse/agency/project.asp?chips_project_id=25152 5/5/2004 



Florida Department of 

Memorandum Environmental Protection 

TO: Florida State Clearinghouse 

FROM: Robert W. Hall, Environmental Specialist~-----
Office of Intergovernmental Programs · 

DATE: May 5, 2004 

PROJECT: Department of Transportation, Advance Notification, SR 977/Krome 
Avenue/SW 177 Avenue South, From SW 296th Street/Avocado Drive to SW 
136th Street, Miami-Dade County, Florida 

SAl #: FL200403085571 C 

The Department has reviewed the above-referenced project and offers the following comments. 

General 

The advanced notification addresses the Krome A venue South segment of larger Krome A venue 
widening project. According to the notification this segment crosses rural agricultural and low 
density residential land uses. Future environmental documentation for this project should assess 
the direct and indirect impacts to agricultural lands as it can be expected that such roadway 
widening will induce the conversion of agricultural lands to higher intensity uses. Drainage and 
stormwater treatment will also be an issue in this segment as it crosses flood prone areas. 

The north segment ofthe project, from SR 94 to U.S. 27, traverses remnant Everglades marsh 
associated with Northeast Shark River Slough and Water Conservation Area 3B. Wetlands to the 
east are also being acquired as part of the Comprehensive Everglades Restoration Plan/East 
Coast Buffer/Water Preserve Area. 

The northern segment should be evaluated for a design that improves hydrological connections to 
adjacent wetlands and to avoid wetland filling. Options to evaluate should include elevation or 
larger culverts and wildlife underpasses to enhance sheet flow and wildlife movement. In 
addition, treatment ofstormwater runoffwill be a concern given the adjacent wetlands and 
proximity to WCA 3B and Everglades National Park. 

The Department recommends that future environmental assessments evaluate the total project 
impact at logical termini rather than by segmented analysis. 

Waste Cleanup Concerns: 

1. Section 3 J of the report states that a Contamination Screening Evaluation similar to Phase I 
and Phase IT Audits would to be performed along the project rights-of-way in considering the 



Memorandum 
SAl # FL200403085571 C 
Page 2 of3 

proximity to potential petroleum and hazardous material handling facilities. The document states 
that there are at least 40 known (and possibly more) sources of groundwater and soil 
contamination within the corridor right-of-way. If the screening evaluations utilize reasonably 
current file data, or establish new data points to identify potential soil and groundwater 
contamination areas, the data will be acceptable for use in the Screening Evaluations. Copies of 
the screening evaluations should be supplied to the Department's Southeast District office, Waste 
Cleanup Section. 

2. The Contamination Screening Evaluations should outline specific procedures that would be 
followed by the applicant in the event that drums, wastes, tanks or potentially contaminated soils 
are encountered during construction. Special attention should be made in the screening 
evaluation to agricultural lands where pesticide mixing, loading and application areas may have 
an affect on the proposed project, including storm water retention and treatment areas. 

3. In the event contamination is detected during construction, the Department needs to be 
notified. FDOT may need to address the problem through additional assessment and remediation 
activities. The applicant should note that Section 3.J. outlines the FDOT requirements for 
"Special Provisions for Unidentified Areas of Contamination" in the project's construction 
contract documents. Specific actions would be required by the contractor in the event that any 
hazardous material or suspected contamination issues arise. 

4. Groundwater monitoring wells and water production wells are likely to be present at or near 
project corridors. Pursuant to Chapter 62-532, Florida Administrative Code, arrangements need 
to be made to properly abandon or replace any wells that may be destroyed or damaged during 
construction. 

5. Depending on the findings of the Contamination Screening Evaluations and the proximity to 
known contaminated sites, projects involving "dewatering" should be discouraged, since there is 
a potential to spread contamination to previously uncontaminated areas and affect contamination 
receptors, site workers and the public. Dewatering projects would require permits from the 
South Florida Water Management District, Water Use Section and coordination with the Miami
Dade Department of Environmental Resources Management. 

6. Any land clearing or construction debris must be characterized for proper disposal. 
Potentially hazardous materials must be properly managed in accordance with Chapter 62-730, 
F.A.C. In addition, any solid wastes or other non-hazardous debris must be managed in 
accordance with Chapter 62-701, F.A.C. 

7. Staging areas, with controlled access, should be planned in order to safely store raw material 
paints, adhesives, fuels, solvents, lubricating oils, etc. that will be used during construction. All 
containers need to be properly labeled. The project managers should consider developing written 
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construction Contingency Plans in the event of a natural disaster, spill, fire or environmental 
release of hazardous materials stored or handled for the project construction. 



SOUTH FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 

3301 Gun Club Road, West Palm Beach, Florida 33406 • (561) 686-8800 • FL WATS 1-800-432-2045 • TOO (561) 697-2574 
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 24680, West Palm Beach, FL 33416-4680 • www.sfwmd.gov 

GOV 04-40 

April9, 2004 

Ms. Alice N. Bravo, P.E. 
District Environmental Management Engineer 
Florida Department of Transportation 
1000 N.W. 111 1

h Aven~.-Room 6103 
Miami, FL 33172 

Subject: Krome Avenue From S.W. 296th Street to S.W. 136th Street 
Advance Notification [FM#: 249614-4-21-01] [SAl#: FL200403085571 C] 

Dear Ms. Bravo: 

In response to your request, South Florida Water Management District (SFWMD) staff has 
reviewed the Advance Notification for the above subject project which is located in Florida 
Department of Transportation (FOOT) District 6. According to the Fact Sheet, the purpose 
of the proposed project is to develop and analyze various alternatives, including a no build 
alternative, a Transportation System Management (TSM) alternative, and several build 
alternatives consisting of two, three and four-lane typical sections. All alternatives will look 
at preserving the rural character of the· corridor while providing safety and operational 
enhancements. 

The following comments should be considered in the design, construction, and permitting 
of this project: 

General Comments 

(1) The proposed roadway improvements will require an Environmental Resource 
Permit (ERP) for any "build" alternative, pursuant to Rules 40E-1, 40E-4, 40E-40, 
40E-41, and 40E-400, F.A.C. 

(2) The proposed roadway improvements must meet the SFWMD's water quality and 
water quantity criteria as specified in the Basis of Review for Environmental 
Resource Permit Applications. 

(3) To the extent possible, any wetland impacts due to location, design, and 
construction techniques should be minimized. Please note that information 
documenting that any proposed wetland impacts are unavoidable will be required at 
the time of permit application, as well as information on the alternatives considered 
to reduce the proposed impacts. Mitigation will be required for anY, ,urJ~v.oid~le 
wetland impacts. I~ t: G t:. IV U 

GtWI:.RNING BOARD 

t\licol.\s ]. Gutierrez, Jr., Esq., Clt11ir 

Pamelil Brooks-Thomas, Vicc-Otifir 

frefa M. Bague 

Michael Collins 
Hugh M. English 
Lcnnart E. Lim!,1hf, P.E. 

Kevin McCarty 
Harkley R. Thornton 
Tmdi K. Willi.1ms, P.E. 

APR 1 4 2004 

Henry Dean, Executit·~ Dir~ctor 



Ms. Alice N. Bravo, P.E. 
April 9, 2004 
Page 2 

(4) A Water Use Permit may be required for any dewatering activities associated with 
the proposed roadway improvements, pursuant to Rule 40E~2, F.A.C. Please 
contact the SFWMD's Water Use Division at (561) 682~6926, prior to the initiation 
of any dewatering activities and subsequent to the completion of the Contamination 
Screening Evaluation Report, to schedule a pre~application conference to discuss ---the details of the proposed dewatering activities. -

Please note that, if the proposed roadway improvements include dewatering 
activities within contamination areas or if the dewatering activities have the potential 
to result in the induced movement of the contamination plume, a pre~application 
meeting involving SFWMD Water Use staff and the appropriate staff from the 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection should be scheduled to discuss 
management of dewatering effluent, including the design of appropriate 
containment'treatment methods. 

Project~Specific Comments 

(5) Any proposed work within the SFWMD's C-1 02 or C-1 03 Canal rights-of-way will 
require a Right Of Way Occupancy Permit. If the proposed roadway project 
involves any 'modifications to the existing bridge structures, a modification to 
Right Of Way Occupancy Permits No. 9120 (C-102) and 3179 (C~103) will be 
required. Please note that any proposed bridge work must meet the SFWMD's 
bridge crossing criteria, as contained in the Criteria Manual for Use of Works of the 
District, Permit Information Manual Volume V. 

(6) F~r the last several years, SFWMD and FOOT District 6 staff have met periodically 
to review the status of CERP (Comprehensive Everglades Restoration Plan) and 
other SFWMD projects in Miami~Dade County relative to current and potential 
FOOT District 6 projects in the vicinity of the CERP/SFWMD projects and to identify 
specific areas where future coordination is needed. During our discussions, we 
have identified specific areas where CERP/SFWMD project design assumptions 
should be factored into the FOOT planning and design evaluation processes, 
discussed opportunities for future shared and/or complimentary uses, and identified 
those areas where we feel it most important to preserve as much flexibility as 
possible due to future project plan formulation and design processes. 

This segment of Krome Avenue is located south of the S-338 structure (which is 
located at the intersection of the SFWMD's C-1W Canal and Krome Avenue) and 
approximately five miles east of the C~111 and L-31W Projects that are under 
construction and/or planned as part of the Modified Water Deliveries projects. 
However, the southernmost portion of this segment of Krome Avenue falls within 

.. 
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the northern portion of the general project boundaries of the C-111 Spreader Canal 
project. 

In previous discussions with FOOT staff, the SFWMD staff noted that the final 
location of the C::..111 Spreader Canal and Stormwater Treatment Area may require 
consideration of potential upstream flood control impacts on Homestead/Florida 
City during the design process for any proposed road improvements in this area. At 
this time, it is not known if this is a factor that will need to be considered in the 
design process, but it is an issue that will require future coordination during our 
respective planning and design processes. 

Should any of the above require additional clarification, please give me a call at (561) 682-
6862. 

Sincerely, 

f-1- »)._ 
James J. Golden, AICP 
Senior Planner 
Environmental Resource Regulation 

/jjg 

c: Lauren Milligan, DEP 



South 
Florida 
Regional 
Planning 
Council 

April 6, 2004 

Ms. Lauren Milligan 
Clearinghouse Coordinator 
Florida State Clearinghouse 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard, Mail Station 47 
Tailahas:;ee, FL 32399-3\100 

RECEIVED 

APR 0 9 2004 

0\P/OLGA 

RE: SFRPC #04-0323, SAl #FL 200403085571C, Request for comments on t.l)e Advance Notificatiou 
for SR977 /Krome AvenuesjSW 177 Avenue South, from SW 296th Str~et/ Avocado Drive to 
SW 136th Street, Florida Department of Transportation, Miami-Dade. 

Dear Ms. Milligan: 

We have reviewed the above-referenced Advanced Notification and have the folk•wing comments: 

• The projecf must be consistent with the goals and policies of the Miami-Dade County 
comprehensive development master plan and its corresponding land de~relopmP.nt regulations. 
It is important for the permit granto! to coordinate its permit with the local government 
granting permits for devt>lopment at tlte ~uhject site. 

• Staff recommends that l) impacts to the natural systems be minimized to the greatest extent 
feasible and 2) the permit grantor determine the extent of sensitive wildlife, marine life, and 
vegetative communities in the vicinity of the project and require protection and or mitigation of 
disturbed habitat. This will assist in reducing the cumulative impacts to native plants and 
animals, wetlands and deep-water habitat and fisheries that the goals and policies of the 
Strategic Regional Policy Pla1l for South Flon'da (SRPP) seek to protect. 

• The project is located over the Biscayne Aquifer, natural resource of regional significance 
designated in the SRPP. The goals and policies of the SRPP, in particular those indicated below, 
should be observed when making decisions regarding this project: 

Strategic Regional Goal 

3.2 Develop a more efficient and sustainable allocation of the water resources of the region. 

Regional Policies 

3.2.5 Ensure that the recharge potential of the property is not reduced as a result of a proposed 
modification in the existing uses by incorporation of open space, pervious areas, and 
impervious areas in ratios which are based upon analysis of on-site recharge needs. 

3440 Hollywood Boulevard, Suite 140, Hollywood, Florida 33021 
Broward (954) 985-4416, State (800') 985-4416 

SunCom 473-4416, FAX (954) 985-4417, Sun Com FAX 473-4417 
email: sfadmin@sfrpc.com, website: www.sfrpc.com 
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3.2.6 When reviewing proposed projects and through the implementation of the SRPP, 
discourage water management and proposed development projects that alter the natural 
wet and dry cycles of Natural Resources of Regional Significance or suitable adjacent buffer 
areas or cause functional disruption of wetlands or aquifer recharge areas. 

3.2.9 Require all inappropriate inputs into Natural Resources of Regional Significance to be 
eliminated through such means as; redirection of offending outfalls, suitable treatment 
improvements or retrofitting options. 

3.2.10 The discharge of freshwater to Natural Resources of Regional Significance and suitable 
adjacent natural buffer areas shall be designed to imitate the natural discharges in quality 
and quantity as well as in spatial and temporal distribution. 

3.2.11 Existing stvm1water outfalls i:hat do not meet or improve upon existing water quality or 
quantity criteria or standard, or cause negative impacts to Natural Resources of Regional 
Significance or suitable adjacent natural buffer areas shall be modified to meet or exceed the 
existing water quality or quantity criteria or standard. The modification shall be the 
responsibility of the outfall operator, permittee or applicant. 

Strategic Regional Goal 

3.4 Improve the protection of upland habitat areas and maxmuze the interrelatior).ships 
between the wetland and upland components of the natural system. 

Regional Policies 

3.4.8 Remove invasive exotics from all Natural Resources of Regional Significance and associated 
buffer areas. Require the continued regular and periodic maintenance of areas that have 
had invasive exotics removed. 

3.4.9 Required maintenance shall insure that re-establishment of the invasive exotic does not 
occur. 

In addition; 

• Council start finu~ thai the proposed road improvement program is generally consistent with 
the goals and policies of the Strategic Regional Polietj Plan for South Florida (SRPP) in that it 
addresses the importance of improving transportation infrastructure to support the region's 
economic development. In doing so, the proposed project will further our goals for a more 
livable, sustainable, and competitive region. 

• Council staff generally agrees that the proposed project is particularly compatible with the 
Strategic Regional Plan for South Florida's (SRPP) goals and policies listed below: 
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Strategic Regional Goal 

4.1 Achieve a competitive and diversified regional economy, including lower unemployment rate 
and higher per capita income than the state and national average for Dade, Broward and 
Monroe Counties through the achievement of cutting edge human resources, economic 
development infrastructure and other resources to ensure a sustainable regional community. 

Regional Policies 

4.1.10 Coordinate and develop a totally integrated, multi-modal regional transportation system 
whereby heavy and light rail transit, people movers, Tri-Rail Commuter Service trolleys, 
express and local bus service and other transit related travel play a more active role in the 
movement of people. When modernizing or creating new transportation system utilize 
land use/ transp~:rtation stratt!gies to reduce congestion ;md allow for sustainable growth in 
the Region. 

4.1.13 Ensure that the conditions of transportation affecting trade opportunities in the region with 
respect to land, air, ground and shipping are addressed. 

4.1.28 Encourage the investment in the land and infrastructure needed for sustainable economic 
growth. Investments should include land for highway and mass transit corridors, stations 
and public-private joint venture development opportunities. 

Strategic Regional Goal 

5.1 To achieve mutually supportive transportation planning and land use planning that 
promotes both mobility and accessibility in order to foster economic development, preserve 
natural systems, improve air quality, increase access to affordable housing and promote 
safety. 

Regional Policies 

5.1.2 Use multimodal transportation corridors and public transit service to link major regional 
activity centers. 

5.1.9 ··· Consider rt:!gionally significcu1t roadways and implement m.itigation strat~git:s during t.'le 
Development of Regional Impact (DRI) review to meet the requirements of Transportation 
Uniform Standard Rule 9}-2.045, F.A.C. 

5.1.12 Support the provision of a dedicated source of funding for public transit. 

5.1.13 Expand use of mass transit, commuter rail, and alternative transportation modes, and 
increase their role as major components in the overall regional transportation system. 

5.1.24 Improve regional air quality and reduce negative impacts to other natural resources by 
connecting development with multimodal transportation systems. 
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5.1.27 Establish a coordinated system for the transportation disadvantaged, including the elderly, 
in all counties of the region and assure coordination of service delivery between the 
transportation disadvantaged and public transit system. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please do not hesitate to call should you have any 
questions or comments. 

Sincerely, 

LD--Q- G.--() 
Carlos Andres Gonzal\z 
Senior Planner 

CAG/kal 

Cc: Alice N. Bravo, P.E., Environmental Manager, FOOT-District 4 
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The attached document requires a Coastal Zone Management Act/Florida 
Coastal Management Proaram consistency evaluation and is categorized 

as one orthe following: 

X Federal Assistance to State or Local Government (15 CFR 930, Subpart F). 
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District Environmental Management Engineer c~:- ·• .· .. /,T:CtJ 
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Public Health Servic~ Y"CfYt.,Q... j 

Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention (CDC) 

Atlanta GA 30333 

April23,2004 

Re: SR 997/Krone Avenue/SW 177 Avenue (South) from SW 296th Street to SW 1361
h Street 

Dear Ms. Bravo: 

This is in response to your letter of February 27, 2004 requesting our agency's input and 
comments on the above referenced project. We are responding on behalf of the Department of 
Health and Human Services (DHHS), U.S. Public Health Service. 

While we have no project specific comments to offer at this time, we do recommend that the 
topics listed below be considered during the NEP A process along with other necessary topics, 
and addressed if appropriate. Mitigation plans which are protective of the environment and 
public health should be described in the DEIS wherever warranted. 

AREAS OF POTENTIAL PUBLIC HEALTH CONCERN: 

I. Air Quality 
• dust control measures during project construction, and potential releases of air toxins 

potential process air emissions after project completion 
• compliance with air quality standards 

II. Water Quality/Quantity 
• special consideration to private and public potable water supply, including ground and 

surface water resources 
• compliance with water quality and waste water treatment standards 
• ground and surface water contamination (e.g. runoff and erosion control) 
• body contact recreation 

III. Wetlands and Flood Plains 
• potential contamination of underlying aquifers 
• construction within flood plains which may endanger human health 
• contamination of the food chain 

IV. Hazardous Materials/Wastes 
• identification and characterization of hazardous/contaminated sites 
• safety plans/procedures, including use of pesticides/herbicides; worker training 
• spill prevention, containment, and countermeasures plan 
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V. Non-Hazardous Solid Waste/Other Materials 
• any unusual effects associated with solid waste disposal should be considered 

VI. Noise 
• identify projected elevated noise levels and sensitive receptors (i.e. residential, schools, 

hospitals) and appropriate mitigation plans during and after construction 

VII. Occupational Health and Safety 
• compliance with appropriate criteria and guidelines to ensure worker safety and health 

VIII. Land Use and Housing 
• special consideration and appropriate mitigation for necessary relocation and other potential 

adverse impacts to residential areas, community cohesion, community services 
• demographic special considerations (e.g. hospitals, nursing homes, day care centers, schools 
• consideration of beneficial and adverse long-term land use impacts, including the potential 

influx of people into the area as a result of a project and associated impacts 
• potential impacts upon vector control should be considered 

IX. Environmental Justice 
• federal requirements emphasize the issue of environmental justice to ensure equitable 

environmental protection regardless of race, ethnicity, economic status or community, so that 
no segment of the population bears a disproportionate share of the consequences of 
environmental pollution attributable to a proposed project. (Executive Order 12898) 

While this is not intended to be an exhaustive list of possible impact topics, it provides a guide for 
typical areas of potential public health concern which may be applicable to this project. Any 
health related topic which may be associated with the proposed project should receive 
consideration when developing the draft and final EISs. Please furnish us with one copy of the 
draft document when it becomes available for review. 

I am also requesting that you change my address in your records to that shown below. 
Unfortunately, our response was delayed because your request letter was only addressed to CDC 
at 1600 Clifton Road rather than also showing the National Center for Environmental Health. 
Thank you for your assistance in this matter and the opportunity to provide these comments, 

Sincerely yours, 

rJrr---
Paul Joe, DO, MPH 
Medical Officer 
National Center for Environmental Health (F16) 
Centers for Disease Control & Prevention 



South 
Florida 
Regional 
Planning 
Council 

July 10, 2008 

Aileen Boucle, AICP 
Planning and Environmental Management Office 
Florida Department of Transportation-District 6 
1000 NW 1111h Avenue, Room 6111-A 
Miami, Florida 33172 

RE: SFRPC #08-0606, FL #200806034259C; Funding application for $797,916,000 by the FDOT District VI Office 
to conduct a Project Development and Environmental Study to address the capacity and safety issues 
associated with proposed State Road 93/I-75 roadway improvements in Miami Dade County. 

Dear Ms. Boucle: 

The South Florida Regional Plarming Council has reviewed the (lbove-referenced grant application and has identified 
the following issues: 

• Council staff generally agrees that the concept of the proposal will benefit the South Florida region and 
will further our goals for a more livable, sustainable, and competitive South Florida. The project, as 
proposed, is generally consistent with the Strategic Regional Policy Plan for South Florida. 

• The project should be consistent with the goals and policies of the applicable local government 
comprehensive plans, including Miami Gardens and Miami Lakes as well as the Miami-Dade County 
comprehensive plan. 

• Staff recommends that, if this funding application is approved, 1) impacts to the natural systems and 
endangered species from storm water runoff be minimized to the greatest extent feasible 2) traffic noise 
impacts be assessed and mitigated and 3) the permit grantor determine the extent of sensitive wildlife 
and vegetative communities in the vicinity of the project and require protection and or mitigation of 
disturbed habitat. This will assist in reducing the cumulative impacts to native plants and animals that 
the goals and policies of the Strategic Regional Policy Plan for South Florida (SRPP) seek to protect. 

• The goals and policies of the SRPP, in particular those indicated below, should be observed when making 
decisions regarding this project: 

Goal 14 Preserve, protect, and restore Natural Resources of Regional Significance 

Policy 14.1 Address environmental issues, including the health of our air, water, habitats, and other natural 
resources, that affect quality of life and sustainability of our Region. 

Policy 14.3 Protect native habitat by first avoiding impacts to wetlands before minimizing or mitigating 
those impacts. Development proposals should demonstrate how wetland impacts are being 
avoided and what alternative plans have been considered to achieve that objective. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you require further information please contact me at 954-985-4416. 

S~cety, 

'-ya1M0cJb11~1~L 
Karen Hamilton P-L 
Regional Planner 

KDH/kal 

cc: Lauren P. Milligan, Florida State Clearinghouse 

3440 Hollywood Boulevard, Suite 140, Hollywood, Florida 33021 
Broward (954) 985-4416, State (800) 985-4416 

FAX (954) 985-4417, email: sfadmin@sfrpc.com, website: www.sfrpc.com 
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DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION 
MIAMI, FLORIDA 

1--------·--

Aileen Boucle, AICP 
Planning and Environmental Management Office 
Florida Department of Transportation- District 6 
1000 NW Ill th Avenue, Room 6111- A 
Miami, Florida 33172 

Dear Ms. Boucle: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE 

Southeast Regional Office 
263 13th A venue South 
St. Petersburg, Florida 33701-5505 
(727) 824-5317; FAX (727) 824-5300 
http://sero.nmfs.noaa.gov/ 

July 14, 2008 F/SER4:BH/pw 

NOAA's National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) reviewed your letter, dated May 30, 2008. 
The Florida Department of Transportation, District 6, is conducting a Project Development and 
Environment (PD&E) Study for the addition of travel lanes to Interstate 75 from the Palmetto 
Expressway northward to the Broward County Line. As the nation's federal trustee for the 
conservation and management of marine, estuarine, and anadromous fishery resources, the 
following comments and recommendations are provided pursuant to authorities of the Fish and 
Wildlife Coordination Act and the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management 
Act. 

NMFS staff visited the site on March 8, 2007, and provided comments through the 
Environmental Screening Tool on March 29, 2007. NMFS maintains its view that the proposed 
work would not significantly impact resources for which we have management or stewardship 
responsibility. 

Magnuson-Stevens Act and Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act: Based on the project location, 
information provided in the ETDM website, site visit, and GIS-based analysis of impacts, NMFS 
concludes the proposed work would not directly impact areas that support essential fish habitat 
(EFH) or NOAA trust fishery resources. NMFS has no comments or recommendations to 
provide pursuant to the EFH requirements of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act (P.L. 104-297); and this project will not require an EFH Assessment. Further 
consultation on this matter is not necessary unless future modifications are proposed and you 
believe that the proposed action may result in adverse impacts to EFH. 

Endangered Species Act: We are not aware of any threatened or endangered species or critical 
habitat under the purview ofNMFS that occur within the project area. However, it should be 
noted that a "no effect" determination must be made by the action agency and the reasoning 
underlying the determination should be documented in a project file. Please coordinate closely 
with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for other species listed under the Endangered Species 



Act that may require consultation. 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments. Questions should be directed to the 
attention of Mr. Brandon Howard in our West Palm Beach Field Office, which is co-located with 
the US Environmental Protection Agency at USEPA, 400 North Congress Avenue, Suite 120, 
West Palm Beach, FL 33401. He also may be reached by telephone at (561) 616-8880 extension 
210, or by email at Brandon.Howard@noaa.gov. 

cc: (via electronic mail) 

COE, Stuart (Aiisa.A.Zarbo@saj02.usace.army.mil) 
EPA, West Palm Beach (Miedema.Ron@epa.gov) 
FWS, Vero (John_ Wrublik@fws.gov) 
FDOT, Miami (Aileen.Boucle@dot.state.fl.us) 
F/SER4 
F/SER47, Karazsia, Howard 

- 2-

I for 

Sincerely, 

Miles M. Croom 
Assistant Regional Administrator 
Habitat Conservation Division 



TO 

MEMORANDUM 

Mark Woerner, Chief 
Metropolitan Planning Section 
Department of Planning and Zoning 

DATE March 31, 2004 

FROM W. Howard Gregg, Assistant Director 
Planning and Development 

SUBJECT Advance Notification Notice 
SR 997/Krome Avenue/SW 177 Av, 
from SW 1361

h St to 2961
h St Park and Recreation Department 

FM No. 249614-4-21-01 

The above-mentioned project will not significantly impact any properties within this 
Department's jurisdiction. Camp Owaissa Bauer is located on the north side of SW 
2641

h Street, approximately 500 feet east of the project. Because ofthis distance, any 
additional right of way needed should not affect the park property. 

cc: Barbara Falsey, Chief, Planning & Research Division 
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TO: 

FROM: 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: April 1, 2004 

SUBJECT: Advance Notification Review
SR 997/Krome A ve./SW 177 
Ave. from SW 136 Street to 
SW 296 Street 
FM No. 249614-4-21-01 

Pursuant to your March 10, 2004 memorandum requesting review and comment for the subject 
project we concur with the information provided by the Florida Department of Transportation. 
This project is currently included in the 2004 Transportation Improvement Program with 
preliminary design and engineering scheduled in FY 2004. This project is not in conflict with 
any adopted County Plan, Long Range Transportation Plan or the adopted Transportation 
Improvement Program. 

We appreciate the opportunity to review this matter. If you have any questions, please contact 
Mr. Jeff Cohen, P.E., Head, Planning Section, at (305) 375-2913. 

Cc: Jeff Cohen, P.E., Planning Section 



TO: 

FROM: 

MEMORANDUM 

Mark Woerner, Chief 
Metro Pla\'-1g Section, DP&Z 

~~son 
Bicycle/Pedestrian Coordinator 
Miami-Dade MPO 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

March 31,2004 

Advance Notification: 
SR 997 !Krome Ave from 
SW 136 St to SW 296 St 
FM# 249614-4-21-01 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the subject project. The MPO's Bicycle Facilities 
Plan and South Dade Greenways Network Plan include on-road accommodation ofbikes as 
well as paved and unpaved trails parallel to the road within the Krome Ave corridor. These 
concepts were more fully developed and included in the FDOT Krome Ave Action Plan. In 
this section of Krome Ave the Action Plan calls for a two-lane undivided road with: 

• 12-foot lanes 
• 2-foot painted buffer 
• 5-foot paved shoulder 
• 3-foot unpaved stabilized shoulder 
• 18-foot clear recovery area 
• 8-foot shared use path 
• 8-foot unimproved trail for equestrians 
• Exclusive left turn lanes at major intersections 
• Median concrete separator at signalized intersections 
• Painted median separator at unsignalized intersections 

This Action Plan was approved by the MPO Governing Board (resolution attached) in 1999. 
In addition, the adopted 2025 Long Range Transportation Plan includes a project in the 
Priority III section (2015-2020) on Krome Ave from US-1 to SW 8 St for "Access 
Management/Safety/Trail", consistent with the Action Plan. 

This study is included on page 56 ofthe adopted 2004 Transportation Improvement Program. 

Please call me at 305-375-1647 if you have any questions. 

Attachment 

cc: Jose-Luis Mesa, Michael Moore, Susan Schreiber 

1 
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TO: 

~ 
FROM: 

Mark R. Woerner 
Chief 

;;{~, 

l·MEMORANDUM 
~ 

Metropolitan Planning Section DATE: 

Department ofPI~~g SUBJECT' 

Jeffrey R. Bunting 
Manager of Aircr ise Environmental Planning 
Aviation Department 

April 9, 2004 

Advance Notification Review 
FMNo. 24961442101 

This responds to your memo dated March 1 0, 2004 requesting a review of Florida 
Department of Transportation's proposal to analyze alternatives for road improvements 
from SW 177 Avenue/ SW 1361h Street to SW 296'b Street. Upon review, it was 
determined that this project would be compatible with operations from Kendall-Tamiami 
Executive and Homestead General Aviation Airports. Therefore, the Aviation 
Department does not object to this project. 

Should you have any questions, please contact me at (305) 876-0569. 

JRB/rb 

cc: Bruce Drum. Assistant Aviation Director for Operations 



PROJECT TITLE: 

NEED FOR PROJECT: 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

Il\1PACTED TRANSIT 
SERVICE: 

MDT COMMENTS/ 
RECOMMENDATION: 

ADVANCED NOTIFICATION 

SR 997 I Krome Ave./ SW 177 Ave. 
From SW 136th Street to S 296th Street. 

The existing Krome A venue corridor is physically and 
functionally deficient and can meet neither the current needs nor 
future demands of the area in regards to safety, flooding, mobility 
water quality, economic competitiveness and preservation of the 
existing roadway as a high quality transportation facility. 
Furthermore, Krome Avenue provides regional connectivity and 

serves as an alternate hurricane evacuation route to US 1 and the 
Florida Turnpike for those living in south Miami-Dade County. 

Krome Avenue, within the project limits, is a 10.24-mile 
roadway classified as a rural principal arterial. The typical 
section varies slightly consisting primarily of two lanes, varying 
in width from 10.5 feet to 12 feet. The project proposes to 
develop and analyze alternatives including a no build alternative, 
a Transportation System Management (TSM ) alternative, and 
several build alternatives consisting of two, three and four-lane 
typical sections. All alternatives will look at preserving the rural 
character of the corridor while providing safety and operational 
enhancements. 

There is currently no transit service in the area .. 

MDT has no objections to the project 

Advance Notification: Krome Avenue from 
SW 296 Street to SW 136 Street. 1 

K~- :;_ Al'\l- Ho-r_ c~-'01-04. PCF" 



United States Department of the Interior 

Alice N. Bravo 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
South Florida Ecological Services Office 

1339 20th Street 
Vero Beach, Florida 32960 

APR 0 1 2004 

Florida Department of Transportation 
1 000 Northwest 111 th A venue, Room 61 03 
Miami, Florida 33172-5800 

Service Log No.: 4-1-04-TA-6593 

APR 0 7 2004 

Project: Krome Avenue, SW 136th Street to SW 
296th Street 

County: Miami-Dade 

Dear Ms. Bravo: 

Thank you for your letter dated February 27, 2004, in which you request the Fish and Wildlife 
Service's (Service) technical assistance on the project referenced above. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The project consists of constructing improvements to Krome Avenue from SW 136th Street to 
SW 296th Street. The purpose of the improvements is to address existing deficiencies of the 
roadway associated with safety, flooding, mobility, and hurricane evacuation. The Florida 
Department of Transportation (FDOT) proposes to analyze reconstruction and widening 
alternatives, as well as the "no build" alternative. The project is located in Miami-Dade County, 
Florida. 

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES 

The Service has reviewed our Geographic Information Systems (GIS) database for recorded 
locations of federally listed threatened and endangered species on or adjacent to your property. 
The GIS database is a compilation of data received from several sources. Two active breeding 
colonies of the endangered wood stork (Mycteria americana) occur approximately 10 miles 
northwest of the project site. The project is located in the Core Foraging Areas (CF A) (within 
18.6 miles) ofthese nesting colonies. The Service believes that the loss ofwetlands within a 
CF A due to an action could result in the loss of foraging habitat for the wood stork. To minimize 
adverse effects to the wood stork, we recommend that any lost foraging habitat resulting from the 
project be replaced within the CFA of the affected nesting colony. Moreover, wetlands provided 
as mitigation should adequately replace the wetland functions lost as a result of the action. 
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No other federally listed species were identified on your project site. The Service has not 
conducted a site inspection to verify species occurrence or validate the GIS results. However, we 
assume that listed species occur in suitable ecological communities and recommend site surveys 
to determine the presence or absence of listed species. Ecological communities suitable for listed 
species can be found in the species accounts in the South Florida Multi-Species Recovery Plan 
(1999). This document is available on the internet at http://verobeach.fws.gov/Programs/ 
Recovery/esvb-recovery.html. 

We have also provided for your consideration two computer links: (1) http://verobeach.fws.gov/ 
Programs/Permits/Section7.html and (2) http: //migratorybirds.fws.gov/. The first link is a table 
of species by county that are protected as either threatened or endangered under the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973, as amended (87 Stat. 884; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) for counties in south 
Florida. Because this table does not include State-listed species, contact the Florida Fish and 
Wildlife Conservation Commission at 772-778-5094 to identify those species potentially present 
in the vicinity. The second link provides species that the Service is required to protect and 
conserve under other authorities, such as the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958, as 
amended (48 Stat. 401; 16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.) and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (40 Stat. 755; 
16 U.S.C. 701 et seq.). A variety of habitats in south Florida occasionally provide resting, 
feeding, and nesting sites for a variety of migratory bird species. As a public trust resource, 
migratory birds must be taken into consideration during project planning and design. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, please contact 
John Wrublik: at 772-562-3909, extension 282. 

cc: 
FWC, Vero Beach, Florida 
DEP, West Palm Beach, Florida 
EPA, West Palm Beach, Florida 

Sincerely yours, 

RUJML 
James J. Slack 
Field Supervisor 
South Florida Ecological Services Office 



HAR 0 8 2004 
FlOrida Department of Transportation 

JEB BUSH 
GOVERNOR 

1 000 Northwest 111 th Avenue 
Miami, Florida 33172-5800 

District Six Environmental Management Office 
1000 NW 111th Avenue, Room 6103 
Miami, Florida 33172 

February 27, 2004 

Lauren P. Milligan 
Florida State Clearinghouse 
Florida Department of Environmentat Protecti 
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard, Mail Station 47 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-3000 

Dear Ms. Milligan: 

Subject: Advance Notification 

JOSE ABREU 
SECRETARY 

SR 997 /Krome A venue/SW 177 A venue (South) from SW 296th Street to SW 
136th Street 

Financial Management No.: 249614-4-21-01 
Federal Aid Project No.: Not Assigned 
County: Miami-Dade 

The attached Advance Notification package is forwarded to your office for processing through 
appropriate State agencies in accordance with Executive Order 95-359. Distribution to local and 
Federal agencies is being made as noted. 

Although more specific comments will be solicited during the permit coordination process, we 
request that permitting and permit reviewing agencies review the attached information and furnish us 
with whatever general comments they consider pertinent at this time. 

This is a Federal-aid action and the Florida Department of Transportation, in consultation with the 
Federal Highway Administration, will determine what degree of environmental documentation will 
be necessary. The determination will be based upon in-house environmental evaluations and 
comments received through coordination with other agencies. Please provide a consistency review 
for this project in accordance with the State's Coastal Zone Management Program. 

In addition, please review this improvement's consistency, to the maximum extent feasible, with the 
approved Comprehensive Plan of the local government jurisdictions pursuant to Chapter 163, Florida 
Statutes. 

We are looking forward to receiving your comments on the project within 45 days. Should 
additional review time be required, a written request for an extension of time must be submitted to 
our office within the initial 45-day comment period. 

www.dot.state.fl.us ® RECYCLED PAPER 



MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

~~IN OFFICE 
J( 111 NW 1 STREET, SUITE 1210 

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33128 
(305) 375-2800 

Alice N. Bravo, P.E. 

April21, 2004 

District Environmental Management Engineer 
Florida Department of Transportation 
District Environmental Management Office 
1000 N.W. 111 th Avenue, Room 6103 
Miami, Florida, 33172 

PERMITTING AND INSPECTION OFFICE 
11805 S. W. 26 Street 

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33175 

0 IMPACT FEE SECTION 
(786) 315-2670 • SUITE 145 

0 ZONING INSPECTION SECTION 
(786) 315-2660 • SUITE 223 

0 ZONING PERMIT SECTION 
(786) 315-2666 • SUITE 106 

0 ZONING PLANS PROCESSING SECTION 
(786) 315-2650 • SUITE 113 

Re: Advance Notification- SR 997/K.rome Avenue/SW 177 Avenue (South) from SW 296 
Street to SW 136 Street 
Financial Management Number: 249614-4-21-01 
Federal Aid Project Number: Not Assigned 
County: Miami Dade 

Dear Ms. Bravo: 

In accordance with this department's responsibility for review, evaluation and coordination of 
proposals that implement local plans, staff of Miami-Dade County has reviewed the Advance 
Notification for the above-referenced project, and offer the following comments. 

The subject roadway segment, Krome Avenue from SW 136 Street to SW 296 Street, is a two
lane, 10.24-mile roadway segment located in western Miami-Dade County outside the Adopted 
2005 Urban Development Boundary (UDB). It provides regional connectivity and serves as an 
alternate hurricane evacuation route to US 1 and the Homestead Extension of the Florida 
Turnpike (HEFT). Krome A venue is maintained by the Florida Department of Transportation 
(FDOT) and functionally classified as a Rural Principal Arterial and designated as part of the 
Florida Intrastate Highway System (FIHS). The subject project proposes to develop and analyze 
alternatives including a no build alternative, a Transportation System Management (TSM) 
alternative, and several build alternatives consisting oftwo, three and four-lane typical sections. 
All alternatives will look at preserving the rural character of the corridor while providing safety 
and operational enhancements. 

Land uses along the corridor are primarily Agriculture, but also include Business and Office at 
the intersections of Krome Avenue and SW 200, 232, 248 and 272 Streets and Estate Density 
Residential (1 to 2.5 Dwelling units per gross acre) on the southern end of the corridor. 
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The Krome Avenue corridor has been the subject of several applications to amend the County's 
Comprehensive Development Master Plan (CDMP), proposing the widening of the road from 
two to four lanes. In the mid-1980's the FDOT District VI office began a Project Development 
and Environmental (PD&E) Study to evaluate the widening of Krome A venue from two to four 
lanes. The widening of Krome Avenue was identified in FDOT's 1988 Strategic Transportation 
Plan (October, 1987), with construction planned for the 1999-2008-time period. In April 1988, 
staff of Dade County Planning Department issued its Proposed Traffic Circulation Element of 
the draft 2000 and 2010 CDMP Update, which included the widening ofKrome Avenue from SR 
836 to US 1. The Board of County Commissioners (BCC) adopted the CDMP Update with 
changes in December 1988, but retained Krome Avenue as two-lane facility. 

In April1990, the County's Planning Department filed Application No. 32 to amend the CDMP 
to provide consistency with a pending Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 2010 Long 
Range Transportation Plan (LR TP) Update. The proposed change was the widening of Krome 
A venue for its full length from US 27 to US 1. Again, the BCC retained Krome A venue as two
lane roadway. In April 1993, the County's Planning Advisory Board (PAB) filed Application 
No. 7 to amend the CDMP, proposing to revise the "Planned Year 2010 Roadway Network" map 
of the Traffic Circulation Element to re-designate Krome Avenue between US 27 and SW 296 
Street and from SW 328 Street to US 1, from two to four lanes, and to re-designate Krome 
Avenue from Minor Roadway to Major Roadway in the Land Use Plan map. The application 
was withdrawn by the P AB at its final hearing. 

In May 1994, FDOT filed Application No. 12 to amend the CDMP, proposing widening of 
Krome Avenue within the same limits as the above referenced 1993 CDMP Application No. 7. 
The BCC denied the transmittal of this application to the Florida Department of Community 
Affairs (DCA), which effectively maintained the two-lane designation in the CDMP. Then in 
February 1997, FDOT initiated the Krome Avenue Action Plan to determine ultimate 
improvements for the corridor to address mobility and safety. 

In October 1999, the Department of Planning and Zoning (DP&Z) filed Application No. 6 to 
amend the CDMP Traffic Circulation Subelement to change the designation of Krome A venue 
from SW 328 Street to US 1 from two-lane (Minor Roadway) to four-lane (Major Roadway), and 
from SW 296 Street to SW 328 Street from four-lanes (Major Roadway) to two-lanes (Minor 
Roadway) on the Land Use Plan map. In October 2000, the BCC adopted Application No. 6. 
Adoption of the Application maintained consistency with the recommendations of the MPO 
adopted Krome A venue Plan. 

On February 28, 2002, DP&Z filed Application No. 16 to amend the CDMP as part of the 
October 2001 Amendment Cycle pursuant to instruction by the County Commission Resolution 
No. R-199-02 (adopted February 26, 2002). The amendment application requested change of the 
designation of Krome Avenue, between US 27 and SW 328 Street, from Minor Roadway (two 
lanes) to Major Roadway (3 or more lanes) on the 2005 and 2010 Land Use Plan map, and 
change from two to four lanes in Figure 1, Planned Year 2015 Roadway Network, in the Traffic 
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Circulation Subelement of the CDMP. On October 10, 2002, the BCC approved the designation 
of Krome Avenue as a four-lane facility between US 27 and SW 296 Street with changes as 
recommended by DP&Z. Ordinance No. 02-198 passed and adopted by the Board of County 
Commissioners on October 10, 2002 adopted Application No. 16 with changes as recommended 
by the DP&Z in the Revised Recommendations Report and modified by the Corrected Errata and 
Supplement to the Revised Recommendations Report. One ofthe changes was the inclusion of a 
new policy, Policy 4E, in the Traffic Circulation Subelement. This new policy includes the 
following text: 

Notwithstanding the designation of Krome Avenue as a Major Roadway on the 
CDMP Land Use Plan Map or as four-lane roadway in the Traffic Circulation 
Subelement, no construction associated with the four-laning, or other capacity 
improvement, of Krome A venue outside the Urban Development Boundary shall 
occur until FDOT has prepared, and the Board of County Commissioners has 
adopted a detailed binding access control plan for Krome A venue corridor. This 
plan should emphasize access to properties fronting Krome A venue primarily 
through alternative street locations. 

The motion to adopt Application No. 16 also included the following items, not originally in the 
application: 

• To request the FDOT to submit a plan for expedited funding and construction; 
• To provide a specific time frame for that expediting; 
• To request FDOT to include a median; and 
• To ask both FDOT and the County Manager to present to the Commission a plan for 

increased safety on Krome A venue to take effect at the most immediate time possible. 

However, it should be pointed out that the designation of Krome Avenue as a four-lane facility 
between US 27 and SW 296 Street is not yet in effect because the approved amendment to the 
CDMP and DCA's compliance action have been challenged by affected parties. Final action on 
the appeal is still pending. 

The Transportation Plan for the year 2025 of the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for 
the Miami Urbanized Area lists Krome Avenue from US 1 to SW 8 Street as a priority ill project 
for access management, safety and trail. As a priority ill project improvements will be 
completed between the year 2015 and 2020. The project is also included in the 2004 
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) with preliminary design and engineering scheduled 
inFY 2004. 

The MPO's Bicycle Facilities Plan and South Dade Greenways Network Plan include on-road 
accommodation of bikes as well as paved and unpaved trails parallel to the road within the 
Krome Avenue corridor. These concepts were more fully developed and included in the FDOT 
Krome A venue Action Plan. 
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The Miami-Dade Transit (MDT), Miami-Dade County Aviation, and the Park and Recreation 
(P&RD) Departments upon review of the subject project have determined that the project would 
not conflict with any MDT plans, have a negative impact on the operations of the Kendall
Tamiami Executive and Homestead General Aviation airports, or impact any properties within 
P &RD' s jurisdiction. 

Finally, the Miami-Dade County Department of Environmental Resources Management (DERM) 
found the proposed project to be located within the Miami-Dade Water and Sewer Department 
(WASAD) water jurisdiction, and the City of Homestead Public Utilities water and sewer 
franchised service area. The FDOT is advised to contact said utilities in order to coordinate any 
water work that may be required during the construction phase. Additionally, timetables 
concerning new water or sewer line installations should also be obtained. No industrial 
wastewater pre-treatment (IWP), or sewage treatment plants (DWO) facilities are found in the 
proximity of this project. 

Several potable water supply (PWO) facilities are located along the project corridor. These 
facilities have drinking water supply wells. In order to conform to applicable Chapter 24 
restrictions, storm water disposal facilities and other potential sources of contamination need to 
be located at least 100-foot horizontal distance from these wells. 

The project would require an Environmental Resource Permit to be issued by the South Florida 
Water Management District (SFWMD) for the construction of surface water management 
system. If this system is designed with an emergency overflow into the C-103 and C-102 canals, 
or any adjacent surface water body, a Class II Permit will be required. Also, an on-site retention 
system of applicable design storm (5-year for 2-lane roadway, 10-year for 4-lane roadway, or 
higher) shall be utilized as first priority for the disposal of stormwater runoff. An on-site 
retention system combined with emergency overflow outfall may be used as an alternative, 
provided that the first inch of runoff from the applicable design storm is treated prior to 
overflow. Drainage exfiltration trench shall not be located in within 100 feet of private potable 
water wells or in contaminated areas. The FDOT is advised to conduct an environmental site 
assessment for possible soil contamination due to agricultural use. If contamination is found, a 
Class VI permit maybe required for the construction of any proposed drainage system. 

Staff from the DERM Wetland and Forest Resources Section has participated in a pre
application meeting with federal and State regulatory agencies and consultants for the Florida 
Department of Transportation to discuss the proposed impacts to wetland and tree resources. 
DERM will continue to participate in interagency meetings throughout this permitting process to 
address, at a minimum, where the wetland and tree resources are located, how to minimize the 
impacts to the these resources, what is appropriate biological mitigation for unavoidable impacts 
to these resources and what can be done to minimize the effects of this project on adjacent 
wetland areas. 
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Enclosed for your information and consideration are copies of all the specific comments made by 
the Miami-Dade County Departments. Should you have questions regarding these specific 
comments or requests, please contact the appropriate department directly. 

Enclosures 

Sincerely, d 
!J_,fV-11~~ 
~e O'Quinn Williams 

· Director 

cc: Jeffrey R. Bunting, Chief of Aircraft Noise & Environmental Planning, Miami-Dade 
County Aviation Department 
Alyce M. Robertson, Assistant Director, Department of Environmental Resources 
Management 
Enrique Cuellar, Public Hearing Coordinator, Department of Environmental Resources 
Management 

Mario Garcia, Chief, Office of Public Transportation Management 
W. Howard Gregg, Assistant Director, Park and Recreation Department 
Randy Koper, Park and Recreation Department 
David Henderson, Metropolitan Planning Organization 
Gaspar Miranda, Chief, Highway Division, Miami-Dade County Public Works 
Department 
Bob Cincotta, Engineer, Highway Division, Public Works Department 

DOQW:SB:MRW:NS:SK 
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Metropolitan Planning Section 
Department of Planning and Zoning 

DATE: 
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Advance Notification 
FDOT Advanced Notification 
Roadwa~ Improvements to S.R. 997 
SW 177 A venue from SW 296th 
Street to SW 136th Street 

DERM has reviewed the information submitted concerning the subject proposal and offers the 
following comments: 

Water and Sewer: 
The proposed road construction is located within the Miami-Dade Water and Sewer 
Department (MDW ASD) water and sewer franchised service area, and the City of Homestead 
Public Utilities water and sewer franchised service area The Florida Department of 
Transportation (FDOT) is advised to contact said utilities in order to coordinate any water or 
sewer work that may be required during the construction phase. Additionally, timetables 
concerning new water or sewer line installations should also be obtained. No industrial 
wastewater pre-treatment (IWP), or sewage treatment plants (DWO) facilities are found in the 
proximity of this project. 

However, the following potable water supply (PWO) facilities are found along the project 
corridor. These facilities have drinking water supply wells located on the respective parcels. 
In order to conform to applicable Chapter 24 restrictions, storm water disposal facilities and 
other potential sources of contamination need to be located at least 100-foot horizontal distance 
from these wells. 

FOLIO I PWO# 
3069060000191 105 
3069180000560 139 

FACILITY NAME = 
KAMALA TROPICAL GARDENS 
0 K FEED STORE 

3069190000180 142 REDLANDS DIST. GOLF 

3068240000521163 

3078010000010 166 
3068130000370193 
3068120000021 194 
3068360000442 189 
3068250000090 209 
3068010000017 228 
3068360000020 243 

. - --- --~- ··----- -~ -- - - ----

FARM CREDIT OF SOUTH FLA., 
ACA 
REDLAND CHRISTIAN 
ACADEMY 
GROVE INN 

COFFEY'S COUNTRY STORE 
COUNTRY STORE* 
FRUIT CONCESSION STAND* 
TOM THUMB 
SUNOCO GAS STATION 

Address 
19100 KROME AVE 
22801 SW 177 AVE 
24451 SW 177 AVE 
------------·-------- --

AVE 
24700 sw 177 

ST 
17700 sw 280 

- ---·-------~- . --

22540 sw 177 AVE 

20090 sw 177 AVE 

27200 sw 177 AVE 
-·- -----~ 

2500 sw 177 AVE 

18400 sw 177 AVE 
-

26400 sw 177 AVE 
.... ---- --· 

.c A .. ' 'ftE~H 0~- 3l-o4. PI>(:' 
rOme:-~- ., - ¥ -
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3068130000290 254 REDLAND TAVERN INC 17701 sw 232 ST 

3068240000011261 TOM THUMB FOOD STORES #122 23200 SW 177 AVE 

3059300001500 272 TANA FRUTERIA 16751 sw 177 AVE 

RED LAND CHURCH OF THE AVE 
3069180000262 273 NAZARENE 22755 sw 177 

GEC KROME LLC DBA CITGO AVE 
3068240000522 277 GAS STATION 24790 sw 177 

FIRST BAPTIST CHURCH OF AVE 
3078010000590 278 HOMESTEAD 29050 sw 177 

3068130000083 283 ROBBIE'S FEED & SUPPLY, INC 22390 sw 177 AVE 

3058240000020 350 GUS NURSERY, CORP.* 14300 sw 177 AVE 

3068240000031 356 ELMAMEYAL 23680 sw KROME AVE 

Also the following grease operating permits (GDO) facilities are found along S. R. 997, S. W. 
177th A venue, from S. W. 296th Street to S. W. 136th Street 

FOLIO IPWO# I FACIT.JTY NAME Address 
3068010020050 4896 LA TAPATIA RESTAURANT 19766 sw 177 AVE 

3068010020050 6221 AGABESUPERMARKET 19770 sw 177 AVE 

3068010020050 1529 NEW REDLAND PIZZERIA 19760 sw 177 AVE 

3068010020050 4226 SUB PUB 19750 sw 177 AVE 
NO PERMIT REQUIRED -SEPTIC AVE 

306813000071 5483 SYSTEM 23150 sw 177 

Stormwater Management: 
The project requires an Environmental Resource Permit to be issued by the SFWMD tor the 
construction of surface water management system If this system is designed with an 
emergency overflow into the C-103 and C-102 canals, or any adjacent surface water body, a 
Class II Permit will be required. 

An on-site retention system of applicable design storm (5-year for 2-lane roadway, 10-year for 
4-lane roadway, or higher) shall be utilized as first priority for the disposal of stormwater 
runoff. 

An on-site retention system combined with emergency overflow outfall may be used as an 
alternative, provided that the frrst inch of runoff from the applicable design storm is treated 
prior to overflow. 

Drainage exfiltration trench shall not be located in within 100 feet of private potable water 
wells or in contaminated areas. The FDOT is advised to conduct an environmental site 
assessment for possible soil contamination due to agricultural use. If contamination is found, a 
Class VI permit maybe required for the construction of any proposed drainage system 

A Class V Permit issued by the DERM shall be required for any temporary dewatering work 
during construction of the proposed road. 

Drainage inlets shall be equipped with pollution control baffles prior to disposal to 
groundwater or surface water. 
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The applicant is advised that pennits from the Army Corps of Engineers (305-526-7181), the 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection (561-681-6600) and the South Florida Water 
Management District (1-800-432-2045) may be required for the proposed project. It is the 
applicant's responsibility to contact these agencies. 

Hazardous Waste: 
The following is a list of all the DERM permitted sites along the project corridor. The items in 
bold type and italics are properties with active or historic contamination issues. 

Permit Wermit # Name Address 

AW 210 EVERGLADES GOLF COURSEINEPTON OF 

UT 3676 CORNEJO ANTONIO PROPERTY 17820 sw 175 ST 

AW 146 CEPEDA FARM 

IW5 10722 D & N AUTO PARTS 15515 sw 177 AVE 

AW 95 J.C. TROPICAL FOODS, INC. 17425 sw 172 ST 

UT 6077 J.C. TROPICAL FOODS, INC. 17425 sw 172 ST 

UT 4973 TOMTIIUMB 18400 sw 177 AVE 

IW5 10859 TIRE EL PELON, INC. 19160 sw 177 AVE 

UT 198 EXXON KROME 19900 sw 177 AVE 

IW5 7781 KROME ANIMAL HOSPITAL, INC. 19744-46 sw 177 AVE 

IW5 12220 KROME DENTAL GROUP CORP. 19762 sw 177 AVE 

IW5 12221 KROME MEDICAL CENTER, INC. 19762 sw 177 AVE 

IW5 12952 MAGDALENO FERNANDEZ & ROSARIO REYES 22541 sw 179 AVE 

AW 140 FRANCISCO VEGA 

UT 6245 SILVER GAS INC. 23150 sw 177 AVE 

IW5 2521 CARLOS AUTO PARTS, CORP. 23208 sw 177 AVE 

UT 1605 TOM THUMB FOOD STORES, INC 23200 sw 177 AVE 

UT 6286 PE KROME INC. 24790 sw 177 AVE 

UT 2623 GROVE SERVICES, INC. 25100 sw 177 AVE 

IW5 2247 GROVE SERVICES, INC. 25100 sw 177 AVE 

UT 771 BARRETO Y AZ CORP. 24800 sw 177 AVE 

IW5 4486 REDLAND ANIMAL HOSPITAL, INC. 24840 sw 177 AVE 

UT 5624 TWIN OIL 26400 sw 177 AVE 

AW 62 FIRST FOLIAGE L.C. 17800 sw 268 ST 

UT 6275 FIRST FOLIAGE L.C. 17800 sw 268 ST 

UT 359 COUNTRY STORE 27200 sw 177 AVE 
IW5 10494 COUNTRY STORE 27200 sw 177 AVE 

UT 2495 BOTANICAL GARDENS NURSERY 19100 KROME AVE 

UT 350 FARM STORE #156 24791 sw 177 AVE 

UT 5110 JACOB & THOMPSON INC. 17695 sw 272 ST 

AW 92 B&DFARMS 27655 sw 177 AVE 

UT 6061 B&DFARMS 27655 sw 177 AVE 

UT 1836 FARAWAY JOE'S SOUTH 17701 sw 282 ST 

UT 3652 B&DFARMS 28350 sw 177 AVE 
sw 1114 MANFRED RETREAT 17300 sw 177 AVE 
sw 1455 WILLOW RUN FARMS 29220 sw 177 AVE 
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Wetlands and Tree Preservation: 
Portions of this project will impact jurisdictional freshwater wetlands, including wetlands 
within or adjacent to the Pennsuco Wetland Basin. This wetland basin is designated as 
"Environmental Protection Sub area C" (Dade-Broward Levee Basin) in Miami-Dade County's 
Comprehensive Development Master Plan. The Master Plan states that all land use and site 
alteration proposals within this wetland area will be closely evaluated on a case-by-case basis 
by federal, State, regional and County agencies. Any proposed impacts to wetlands within or 
adjacent to the Pennsuco Wetland Basin must be thoroughly evaluated to ensure that there are 
no long-term environmental effects associated with this project. 

Staff from the DERM Wetland and Forest Resources Section has participated in a pre
application meeting with federal and State regulatory agencies and consultants for the Florida 
Department of Transportation to discuss the proposed impacts to wetland and tree resources. 
DERM will continue to participate in interagency meetings throughout this permitting process 
to address, at a minimum, where the wetland and tree resources are located, how to minimize 
the impacts to the these resources, what is appropriate biological mitigation for unavoidable 
impacts to these resources and what can be done to minimize the effects of this project on 
adjacent wetland areas. 

Air Quality Preservation: 
Fugitive dust emissions should be minimized during all construction phases. 

In summary, the above information is offered concerning DERM requirements. It is 
recommended that actual design development be closely coordinated through this office to 
insure compliance with all applicable Code requirements. 
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July 14,2008 

Ms. Aileen Boucle, AICP 
Florida Department of Transportation - District VI 
District Planning and Environmental Manager 
Planning & Environmental Management Office 
1000 NW 111th Avenue, Room 6111A 
Miami, FL 33172 

Dear Ms. Boucle: 

The South Florida Regional Transportation Authority (SFRTA) appreciates the opportunity to 
comment on the planned PD&E study of State Road 93/ I-75. 

This study was presented at the June 18, 2008 Regional Transportation Technical Advi,;ory 
Committee (RTTAC) and was generally well received. Most discussion centered on transit and 
the proposed park and ride lots. The consultant noted that future bus transit could be provided in 
the express lanes but that they would have to exit to the general purpose lanes in order to access 
the park and ride lots envisioned by the study.- We do not feel this·a workable transit solution tor 
the following reasons:: 

• SFRTA's Strategic Regional Transit Plan calls for express bus service (and park and ride 
lots) which is time competitive with auto use. 

• Opportunities for entry/exit to/from the express lanes will be limited so requiring buses to 
negotiate in and out to access the park and ride lots will create too high a time penalty. 
Assuming typical park and ride lot locations and potential express lane entry/exit points, 
the express buses may not be able to utilize the express lanes at all since they would have 
to remain in the general purpose lanes to access the park and ride lots. 

We support the inclusion of future express bus service on I-75 and allowing buses to use the 
express lanes helps keep bus times competitive with auto travel times. We feel direct ramps 
from the express lanes to the park and ride lots should be considered in your I-7 5 PD&E study to 
ensure transit is a viable alternative to the auto. Given the recent rise in gas prices we have seen 
an increased interest in vanpools, carpools and transit, all of which could benefit from several 
strategically placed park and ride lotsalong·I-75. We-hope theentire.corridor is-evaluated for 
parkand·ridelot opportunities. - ' 

GOVERNING BOARD Bruno A. Barreiro I James A. Cummings I Josephus Eggelletion, Jr. I Marie Horen burger I Neisen Kasdin 

Jeff Koons I George Morgan, Jr. I Bill T. Smith, Jr., Esq. I EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR Joseph Giulietti 
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Your consultant requested additional information from us and we have provided them materials 
available at the time and have exchanged business cards. We look forward to working 
cooperatively with them and FDOT throughout the study. 

Sincerely, 

~p~ 
Manager of Planning and Capital Development 

CC: Gustavo Schmidt, FDOT- District IV 
Nancy Ziegler, FDOT- District IV 
Carl Filer, FDOT- District VI 
Dan Mazza, SFRT A 
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UNITED STAlES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 4 

ATLANTA FEDERAL CENTER 
61 FORSYTH STREET 

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30303-8960 

Ms. Alic.e N. Bravo, P.R 
District Environmental Management Engineer 
Florida Department of Transportation, Room 6103 
1000 Northwest 11th. A venue 
Miami, FL 33172-5800 

June 30, 2004 

Subj: Sole Source Aquifer Review Determination for SR 997/Krome Ave./ SW 177. \.ve · 
(South) from SW 29(Yh SW 136"' Street 

Dear Ms. Bravo: 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Region 4 has received yoUJ request to 
review the above-referenced proposed project and have reviewed it pursuant to SectiOJ, 1424(e) 
ofthe Safe Drinking Water Act. Regulatory groups within the EPA Region 4 Office r• :sponsible 
for administering other programs may, at their own discretion and under separate cove ~. provide 
additional comments. 

The above referenced project has been determined to lie within the actual or s1 reamflow 
-----=---..nd-recbarge-sOW'ee-mfte-h&HBdafles-et:thc-Bi-sGa:yne-Sole-SGm:ce-Aquifet-(SSA...)-syste.m.......Ihi:>------

systeni has been designated by EPA as a Sole Source since it is the sole or principal » ~ter 

·. 

source for the area which, if contaminated, would create a significant hazard to public health. 
For this reason, EP ~ Region 4 has reviewed your projects for impacts to the sole sow ce aquifer 
system. 

. After reView of the information provided for this project, it is my understandin ~that all 
necessary precautions; permits, best management practices (BMPs), zoning and city o: <finances 
pertaining to construction activities will be followed to prevent adverse impacts to the aquifer. 
Please contact our office when a determination has been made as to whether the proje' :ts are 
located near any above or below ground chemical storage tanks, sanitary landfills, or ' IBSte 
dumps. Also indicate if any previous groundwater contamination has occurred from t 1e above 
listed property. For those projects which are located in wetlands or coastal and flood : :ones, you 
will need to contact EPA's Wetlands Section at the above address to ensure that all Bl APs are 
followed for their program. We also request that the FL Department of Environmen1 al Quality 
be contacted to determine if a Wellhead or Source Water Protection Plan exists for th1 listed 
construction/rehabilitation areas. If a plan does exist, please request a copy to ensure hat the 
projects are in line with the groundwater protection activities within the protection an a. 

lotamet Addrass (UR~ • hllp:llwww.epa.gov 
Recyc:led/Recyclable • Prlnled wlh Vegetable Oi Based Inks on Flecydecl Peper (Minimum 30% POSlconsumel) 
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After reviewing the information provided in the documents submitted to our of ice, it is 
my conclusion that if all mentioned precautions are adhered to that the project should r ot have a 
significant negative impact to the aquifer. Please contact our office if any project chan ~es are 
made. · 

I have enclosed an informational sheet detailing data that should be submitted as part of 
the request package. 

Thank you for your concern with the environmental impacts of the project on he 
aquifer. If you have any questions or concerns in regards to this or other matters, pleas~ do not 
hesitate to contact me by telephone at 404/562-9472 or by email at hill.lois@epa.gov. 

Enclosure 

Sincerely, .. 

d oJ-D ~ ~ (tUtU 
Lois E. Hill, Environmental Engineer 
Region 4 Sole Source Aquifer Coordinator 
Ground Water/Drinking Water Branch 
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MINIMAL ELE:MENTS OF A SOLE SOURCE AQUIFER REVIEW REQl JEST 

SPONSORING AGENCY: The federal agency providing the funding for the project 

CONTACT: Person to call regarding the project. 

NAME OF PROJECT: Title of the project. 

ADD~SS: Address of the contact person or location of the project. 

COUNTY: County where the project will take place. 

TOTAL FUNDING AMOUNT: 
FEDERAL SHARE: The Federal Share amount. 
OTHER: Other sta.te/Federal agencies share. 

PROJECT NEED/PlJlUl()SEISCOPE: The need, potential benefits and adverse effe :ts of the 
proposed project should be stated clearly. Project impacts and impact mitigation are e· •aluated in 
the context of project need. 

WATER QUALITY BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES (BMPs): Should be us ~d to 
reduce erosion during construction. Typical BMPs include the use of stacked hay bale 1, silt 
fences, mulching and reseeding, and appropriate buffer zone along water bodies. The • Locument 
should include an erosion control plan or reference the State erosion control regulation ; and a 
commitment to compiiance. Compliance should include both BMP application and m Lintenance 

-------'Thf'hfte'!"""ldrttoc"'r.Humft'lf'!e·nt should diseuss any proposed crossings of water bodies. In g8Deral, eros ;ings 
should-be mi~zed Unavoidable crossings should be strategically placed to reduce ltarm. to the 
aquifer. 

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS: The SSA document should estimate cumulate impacts a ;sociated 
with the proposed project Cumulative impacts include the additive effects of a given 1 1arameter 
for all contributing projects in the area, as well as the cumulative impact of all paramet m for all 
projects in the area. The document should define what cumulative impacts would resu t from 
implementation of the proposed project. Existing· or future projects .(federal and non-f« deral 

. projects) with attendant J?Oilutants should also be considered. 

Case exist where the proposed project is the primacy or a significant contributor to the 
cumulative impacts of an area; however, there could also be cases where the proposed >roject has 
minimal impacts but the cumulative impacts would nevertheless be great due to the e:lU sting 
impacts in the area. As such, even EAs with minimiil impacts should at least address c Jmulative 
impacts for the project area. 
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Screening Summary Reports 

  

Introduction to Programming Screen Summary Report 

The Programming Screen Summary Report shown below is a read-only version of information contained in the 

Programming Screen Summary Report generated by the ETDM Coordinator for the selected project after 

completion of the ETAT Programming Screen review.  The purpose of the Programming Screen Summary 

Report is to summarize the results of the ETAT Programming Screen review of the project; provide details 

concerning agency comments about potential effects to natural, cultural, and community resources; and 

provide additional documentation of activities related to the Programming Phase for the project.  Available 

information for a Programming Screen Summary Report includes: 

 Screening Summary Report chart  

 Project Description information (including a summary description of the project, a summary of public 

comments on the project, and community-desired features identified during public involvement 

activities) 

 Purpose and Need information (including the Purpose and Need Statement and the results of agency 

reviews of the project Purpose and Need) 

 Alternative-specific information, consisting of descriptions of each alternative and associated road 

segments; an overview of ETAT Programming Screen reviews for each alternative; and agency 

comments concerning potential effects and degree of effect, by issue, to natural, cultural, and 

community resources. 

 Project Scope information, consisting of general project commitments resulting from the ETAT 

Programming Screen review, permits, and technical studies required (if any) 

 Class of Action determined for the project 

 Dispute Resolution Activity Log (if any) 

The legend for the Degree of Effect chart is provided in an appendix to the report.   

For complete documentation of the project record, also see the GIS Analysis Results Report published on the 

same date as the Programming Screen Summary Report. 

 

Page 1 of 47 Summary Report - Project #7800 - SR 997/Krome Avenue/SW 177th Ave (South) Printed on: 11/15/2012



1. Overview

 
Issues and Categories are reflective of what was in place at the time of the screening event.

 

#7800 SR 997/Krome Avenue/SW 177th Ave (South)
District:  District 6 Phase: Project Development
County:  Miami-Dade From: SW 296th Street
Planning Organization: FDOT District 6 To: SW 136th Street
Plan ID:  249614-4 Financial Management No.:  Not Available
Federal Involvement:  No federal involvement has been identified.

Contact Information:  Vilma Croft   Vilma.Croft@dot.state.fl.us
Project Web Site: http://WWW.KromeSouth.com
Snapshot Data From:  Programming Screen Summary Report Re-published on 09/20/2010 by Megan McKinney
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Alternative #1
From: SW 296th Street To: SW 136th Street
 Re-Published: 09/20/2010 Reviewed from 05/22/2006 to
07/06/2006)

0 N/A 3 2 0 2 N/A 3 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 0 2 1 2 2 2
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2. Project Details2.1. Purpose of and Need for

 
Purpose of and Need for
  
Purpose and Need Statement
Krome Avenue, located in western Miami-Dade County, is part of the Florida Intrastate Highway System (FIHS), which the Florida
Legislature adopted in 1990. The existing corridor is also physically and functionally deficient and can meet neither the current needs
nor future demands of the area with regard to safety, flooding, mobility, water quality, economic competitiveness and preservation of
the existing roadway as a high quality transportation facility. Furthermore, Krome Avenue provides regional connectivity and serves
as an alternate hurricane evacuation route to US-1 and the Florida Turnpike for those living in south Miami-Dade County. 
 
The proposed project has been found consistent with the Department of Community Affairs (DCA) approved Miami-Dade County
Comprehensive Development Plan, as amended (required under Chapter 163, Florida Statutes) and with Miami-Dade Comprehensive
Development Master Plan through the DCA's review of the tentative Work Program pursuant to Section 339.135(4)(f), Florida
Statutes. The project is consistent with the approved comprehensive Long Range Transportation Plan of the Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) and the local gubernatorially-approved 2004 Miami-Dade MPO Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP). The
project is consistent with the State Implementation Plan (SIP) for areas of ozone non-attainment. In addition, the improvement is
part of an MPO-approved Congestion Management System (CMS) and is contained in a Federally-approved conforming TIP. 
Project Description
Krome Avenue, within the project limits from S.W. 296th Street to S.W. 136th Street, (referred to as "Krome South") is a 10.24-mile
roadway classified as a rural principal arterial (see Project Location Map). The typical section varies slightly consisting primarily of
two lanes, varying in width from 10.5 feet to 12 feet; paved shoulders ranging from 4 feet to 12 feet; and swales. The project
proposes to develop and analyze alternatives including a no build alternative, a Transportation System Management (TSM)
alternative, and several build alternatives consisting of two, three and four-lane typical sections. All alternatives will look at
preserving the rural character of the corridor while providing safety and operational enhancements. 
 
The Advance Notification (AN) for this project was distributed February 27, 2004 (see attached AN and summary of
responses)(Florida State Clearinghouse SAI#: FL200403085571C). The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) approved the Class
of Action as an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), March 24, 2005. The Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS was published
in the Federal Register November 1, 2005. In August 2005, the President signed into law the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). Due to SAFETEA-LU guidelines an EIS project that had its NOI
approved on or after August 11, 2005 must be screened through the Environmental Screening Tool (EST). As a result, this project is
now being screened through the Programming Screen of the EST. 
Summary of Public Comments
The Advance Notification (SAI#: FL200403085571C)distributed February 27, 2004. Project's Public Involvement Plan is being
implemented at this time. To date the following meetings have taken place: 
 
Public/Stakeholder/Agency/Elected Officials Meetings 
* 27 Individual Stakeholder Interviews between 12/03 and 7/04 
* Redland Citizen Association Meeting - 01/08/04 
* State of Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services - 02/26/04 
* Miami-Dade County Farm Bureau - 03/10/04 
* Community Redevelopment Agency CRA - 04/07/04 
* U.S. Department of the Interior - National Park Service - 04/30/04 
* Greater Homestead/Florida City Chamber of Commerce Presentation - 05/27/04 
* Agency Roundtable Scoping Meeting - 07/21/04 
* Miami-Dade Empowerment Trust, Inc./Homestead Empowerment Zone Neighborhood and Board of Directors - 10/07/04 
* Kendall Federation of Homeowners Association - 12/06/04 
* 9 Individual elected officials meetings between 2004 and 02/05 
* Community Council 14 Meeting - 06/17/05 
* 9 Community Advisory Committee (CAC) Meetings 12/04 to 4/06 
* Vision Council Business Forum Regarding South Miami-Dade Transportation Projects - 06/17/05 
* Miami-Dade County Department of Environmental Resources Management (DERM) - Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL)
Program - 07/20/05 and 04/27/06 
* South Miami-Dade Watershed Study Advisory Committee - 04/27/06 
* Miami-Dade Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) meetings 
* Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) - 07/27/05 
* Citizen's Technical Advisory Committee (CTAC) - 06/30/04 and 2/22/06 
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Additional Consistency Information
- Consistent with Air Quality Conformity.
- Consistent with Local Government Comp Plan.
- Consistent with MPO Goals and Objectives. 
Lead Agency
Federal Highway Administration 
Exempted Agencies
No exemptions have been assigned for this project. 
Community Desired Features
No desired features have been entered into the database. This does not necessarily imply that none have been identified. 
Communities Within 500 Feet
No communities were found within a 500 ft. buffer disance for this project. 
Purpose and Need Reviews 
FL Department of Environmental Protection

  
FL Department of State

  
FL Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission

  
Federal Highway Administration

  
National Marine Fisheries Service

Acknowledgement Date Reviewed Reviewer Comments
Understood 07/06/2006 Lauren Milligan

(lauren.milligan@dep.s
tate.fl.us)

No Purpose and Need comments found.

Acknowledgement Date Reviewed Reviewer Comments
Understood 07/06/2006 Sherry Anderson

(sanderson@dos.state.
fl.us)

No Purpose and Need comments found.

Acknowledgement Date Reviewed Reviewer Comments
Understood 06/23/2006 Scott Sanders

(scott.sanders@myfwc
.com)

No Purpose and Need comments found.

Acknowledgement Date Reviewed Reviewer Comments
Accepted 10/09/2007 Gregory Williams

(greg.williams@dot.go
v)

1. Purpose and Need SAFETEA-LU requires an opportunity for
involvement by participating agencies and the public in defining
the range of alternatives. This opportunity must be provided
prior to the lead Federal agency's decision regarding the range
of reasonable alternatives to be evaluated. That this project is
proceeding using the ETDM planning and programming screens
will assist meeting the SAFETEA-LU provisions. The project
sponsor should document the input opportunities provided to
agencies and public and summarize those inputs for the
development of the Purpose and Need and range of
alternatives.
2. Purpose and Need - Estimated project cost and funding
source is not identified. The Project Description Report indicates
that the project is in the LRTP and local plans, so presumably
these estimated costs are available and should be included in
the Project Description Report. This information will be
important in the project prioritization process to weigh the
merits of the project alternatives against other projects and
alternatives competing for limited funding.
3. Secondary and Cumulative (Moderate) The project is located
in a relatively undeveloped area that is primarily agricultural,
and includes protected plant communities (pine rockland) that
may be globally imperiled. The environmental document should
assess secondary impacts to these areas, as well as cumulative
impacts to agricultural lands, protected plant communities, and
other natural resources.

Acknowledgement Date Reviewed Reviewer Comments
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US Army Corps of Engineers

  
US Environmental Protection Agency

  
US Fish and Wildlife Service

 
The following organizations were notified but did not submit a review of the Purpose and Need:
- FL Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services
- FL Department of Community Affairs
- Federal Transit Administration
- Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida
- National Park Service
- Natural Resources Conservation Service
- Seminole Tribe of Florida
- South Florida Water Management District
- US Coast Guard

Understood 06/27/2006 Madelyn Martinez
(Madelyn.Martinez@no
aa.gov)

NONE

Acknowledgement Date Reviewed Reviewer Comments
Understood 06/14/2006 Robert Kirby

(robert.j.kirby@usace.
army.mil)

No Purpose and Need comments found.

Acknowledgement Date Reviewed Reviewer Comments
Understood 07/20/2006 Maher Budeir

(budeir.maher@epa.go
v)

No Purpose and Need comments found.

Acknowledgement Date Reviewed Reviewer Comments
Understood 05/25/2006 John Wrublik

(john_wrublik@fws.go
v)

No Purpose and Need comments found.
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3. Alternative #1

 
Alternative #1
 
3.1. Alternative Description 
Alternative Description

3.2. Segment Description(s) 
Segment Description(s)

 
Jurisdiction and Class

 
Base Conditions

 
Interim Plan

 
Needs Plan

 
Cost Feasible Plan

 
Funding Sources
No funding sources found. 
Project Effects Overview for Alternative #1

Name From To Type Status
Total

Length Cost Modes SIS
Alternative

was not
named.

SW 296th
Street

SW 136th
Street Widening

Work
Program 10.131 mi. Roadway Y

Segment No. Name
Beginning
Location

Ending
Location Length (mi.) Roadway Id BMP EMP

Unnamed
Segment

Unnamed
Segment

SW 296th
Street

SW 136th
Street 10.131 Digitized

Segment No. Jurisdiction Urban Service Area Functional Class

Unnamed Segment FDOT In/Out
RURAL: Principal Arterial -

Other

Segment No. Year AADT Lanes Config
Unnamed Segment 2004 19600 2 Lanes Undivided

Segment No. Year AADT Lanes Config
Unnamed Segment

Segment No. Year AADT Lanes Config
Unnamed Segment 2030

Segment No. Year AADT Lanes Config
Unnamed Segment 2030

Issue Degree of Effect Organization Date Reviewed

Natural

Air Quality 2 Minimal US Environmental Protection
Agency 07/20/2006

Contaminated Sites 3 Moderate US Environmental Protection
Agency 07/20/2006

Contaminated Sites 3 Moderate FL Department of
Environmental Protection 07/06/2006

Water Quality and Quantity 3 Moderate US Environmental Protection
Agency 07/20/2006

Water Quality and Quantity 3 Moderate FL Department of
Environmental Protection 07/06/2006

Wetlands 3 Moderate US Environmental Protection
Agency 07/20/2006

Wetlands 3 Moderate FL Department of
Environmental Protection 07/06/2006

Wetlands 0 None National Marine Fisheries
Service 06/27/2006

Wetlands 2 Minimal US Army Corps of Engineers 06/14/2006

Wetlands 2 Minimal US Fish and Wildlife Service 05/25/2006
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ETAT Reviews and Coordinator Summary: Natural 
Air Quality 
Project Effects

 
Coastal and Marine 
Project Effects

Wildlife and Habitat 3 Moderate FL Fish and Wildlife
Conservation Commission 07/11/2006

Wildlife and Habitat 2 Minimal US Fish and Wildlife Service 05/25/2006

Cultural

Historic and Archaeological Sites 3 Moderate FL Department of State 07/06/2006

Recreation Areas 3 Moderate FL Department of
Environmental Protection 07/06/2006

Community

Aesthetics 3 Moderate FDOT District 6 10/02/2006

Economic 1 Enhanced FDOT District 6 10/02/2006

Land Use 3 Moderate FDOT District 6 10/02/2006

Land Use 3 Moderate Federal Highway Administration 07/18/2006

Land Use 0 None FL Department of Community
Affairs 06/28/2006

Mobility 1 Enhanced FDOT District 6 10/02/2006

Relocation 3 Moderate FDOT District 6 10/02/2006

Social 2 Minimal FDOT District 6 10/02/2006

Secondary and
Cumulative
Secondary and Cumulative
Effects

3 Moderate FL Fish and Wildlife
Conservation Commission 07/11/2006

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 0 None assigned 09/25/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
An Air Quality Screening Analysis has been conducted and the results are included in the Air Quality Report for the project.

As of June 2005, Miami-Dade County is an area designated as Attainment for ozone standards under the criteria provided in the
Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990; therefore, transportation conformity no longer applies.

Degree of Effect: 2 Minimal assigned 07/20/2006 by Maher Budeir, US Environmental Protection Agency

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
Air Quality in the Area
Comments on Effects to Resources:
The project is in an area designated as non-Attainment area. An air quality study is needed to demonstrate that the project will not
cause an exceedance of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards.
Additional Comments (optional):
None found.

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 08/07/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
The Advance Notification response from the State Clearinghouse, dated May 4, 2004 included confirmation that the project is
currently consistent with the Coastal Zone Management Program.

The project is not located within a Coastal Barrier Resource (CBR) as defined by the Governor's Executive Order 81-105 and the
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None found

 
Contaminated Sites 
Project Effects

Federal Coastal Barrier Resources Act.

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 09/25/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
A Contamination Screening Evaluation Report (CSER) has been prepared for the project. Potentially contaminated sites were
identified and assessed. In addition, considering the fact that a portion of the corridor is an area designated as a brownfield area,
the potential for soil and/or groundwater contamination from local or regional sources does exist. If necessary, additional
contamination assessments will be conducted during the final design phase of the project.

Potential impacts during construction will be minimized through adherence to the FDOT Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge
Construction.

Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 07/20/2006 by Maher Budeir, US Environmental Protection Agency

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
Groundwater and land within the 500' buffer zone of this project.
Comments on Effects to Resources:
Based on the ETDM data 134 acres of the Brownfield site (REDLANDS/LEASURE CITY AREA) is within the 500' buffer zone for this
site. Additionally there are more than 10 petroleum tanks and gasoline station sites within the same buffer. There is a significan
potential of encountering contamination on this site. A site specific survay and study must mbe conducted to assess contaminant
releases within the buffer zone. Based on the results of such assessment, appropriate measures must be taken during planning and
construction to appropriately handle contaminated materials and to meet other site management requirements. DERM and Flroida
DEP must be consulted in interprating contamination assessment data.
Additional Comments (optional):
None found.  FDOT District 6 Feedback to US Environmental Protection Agency's Review (09/13/2007):  A Contamination
Screening Evaluation Report (CSER) has been prepared for the project. Potentially contaminated sites, including those referenced
above, were identified and assessed. In addition, considering the fact that a portion of the corridor is an area designated as a
brownfield area, the potential for soil and/or groundwater contamination from local or regional sources does exist. If necessary,
additional contamination assessments will be conducted during the final design phase of the project.

Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 07/06/2006 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
All lands lying within the proposed widening corridor.
Comments on Effects to Resources:
-- Based on a review of National Priority List (NPL) / Superfund Sites, Solid Waste / Dump Site, Brownfield, and Underground
Storage Tank (UST) GIS data layers publicly available from the Florida Geographic Data Library, there are many potential
contamination sites and hazardous materials sites present throughout the project area.
-- Groundwater monitoring wells are likely present along and near the entire length of the project. Arrangements need to be made to
properly abandon (in accordance with Chapter 62-532, Florida Administrative Code) and or replace any wells that may be destroyed
or damaged during construction.
-- There are numerous public supply wellfields in the project boundaries, with probably hundreds of water production wells
(irrigation, potable, industrial). Best management prractices need to be used during all construction activities.
-- In the event contamination is detected during construction, the DEP and Miami-Dade County Department of Environmental
Resources Management should be notified and the FDOT may need to address the problem through additional assessment and/or
remediation activities. Dewatering projects would require permits / approval from the South Florida Water Management District,
Water Use Section and coordination with the Miami-Dade County Department of Environmental Resources Management.
-- Any land clearing or construction debris must be characterized for proper disposal. Potentially hazardous materials must be
properly managed in accordance with Chapter 62-730, F.A.C. In addition, any solid wastes or other non-hazardous debris must be
managed in accordance with Chapter 62-701, F.A.C.
-- Please be advised that a new rule, 62-780, F.A.C., became effective on April 17, 2005. In addition, Chapters 62-770, 62-777, 62-
782 and 62-785, F.A.C., were amended on April 17, 2005 to incorporate recent statutory changes. Depending on the findings of the
environmental assessments, there are "off-property" notification responsibilities potentially associated with this project. These rules
may be found at the following website: http://www.dep.state.fl.us/waste/
-- Early planning to address these issues is essential to meet construction and cleanup (if required) timeframes. Innovative
technologies, such as special storm water management systems, engineering controls and institutional controls, such as conditions
on water production wells and dewatering restrictions, may be required, depending on the results of environmental assessments.
-- Staging areas, with controlled access, should be planned in order to safely store raw material paints, adhesives, fuels, solvents,
lubricating oils, etc. that will be used during construction. All containers need to be properly labeled. The project managers should
consider developing written construction Contingency Plans in the event of a natural disaster, spill, fire or environmental release of
hazardous materials stored / handled for the project construction.
Additional Comments (optional):
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Farmlands 
Project Effects

None found

 
Floodplains 
Project Effects

None found

 
Infrastructure 
Project Effects

None found

 
Navigation 
Project Effects

None found

 
Special Designations 
Project Effects

None found.  FDOT District 6 Feedback to FL Department of Environmental Protection's Review (09/13/2007):  All of
these issues are being addressed in the CSER for the project. If necessary, additional contamination assessments will be conducted
during the final design phase of the project.

The FDOT will adhere to all current federal, state and local government ordinances, permits, best management practices, planning,
design, construction, operation, maintenance, monitoring requirements and engineering recommendations to protect the above and
below ground environmental integrity of the roadway corridor and its general vicinity. Potential impacts during construction
(including waste handling and disposal) will be minimized through adherence to all state and local regulations and to the latest
edition of the FDOT Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction.

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 2 Minimal assigned 08/07/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
The study corridor traverses rural farming and low-density residential communities. The rural land uses include row crop agricultural
fields, fruit tree orchards, herbaceous ornamental fields, and woody ornamental and fruit tree nurseries. Farming is also actively
practiced within existing FDOT roadway right-of-way and directly adjacent to the Krome Avenue roadway corridor. Those areas
currently farmed within the existing FDOT roadway right-of-way are considered to be designated as transportation land use and not
agricultural land use.

FDOT is currently coordinating the evaluation of farmland conversion impacts associated with the project with the United States
Department of Agriculture Natural Resources Conservation Service (USDA-NRCS).

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 0 None assigned 08/07/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
Floodplains are known to occur within the project boundaries. The Krome Avenue corridor lies within Zone AH (base flood elevation
is determined to be 7-8 feet) and Zone X (base flood elevation determined to be 1-3 feet).

Miami-Dade County has no designated regulatory floodways. It is anticipated that the stormwater management system will be
improved by the proposed action. Based on the project scope, no impact to floodplains is anticipated.

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 2 Minimal assigned 09/25/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
Several franchised utility companies and governmental utility departments have facilities within the project area, including electric
power lines, water and sewer lines, cable TV lines, gas lines, and telephone lines.

Within the project limits, there is one railroad crossing (FDOT Crossing Number 631137L). This is an active crossing and there is no
abandonment plan for this crossing. There are no fixed schedules for freight and passenger train operations along this crossing,
demand based freight trains use this rail segment.

Utility pole relocations may occur as a result of the project. The FDOT will coordinate with utility owners to insure that minimal
utility/railroad impacts occur from this project.

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: N/A N/A / No Involvement assigned 08/07/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
No navigable waterways exist within the project limits; therefore, no impacts will occur.
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None found

 
Water Quality and Quantity 
Project Effects

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 09/25/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
A privately owned parcel, known as Mary Krome Park, is located at the southern terminus of the roadway corridor at SW 296th
Street on the west side of Krome Avenue. This privately owned and maintained parcel consists of artificially planted rockland and
coastal hammock species and has no special designations applied to it.

A second parcel, the Owaissa Bauer Addition No. 1, is located south of SW 264th Street on the east side of Krome Avenue. This
parcel is maintained as an Environmentally Endangered Lands (EEL) Program natural preserve protected and managed by Miami-
Dade County. Coordination is being conducted with the Miami-Dade County DERM EEL Program and the Miami-Dade County Parks
and Recreation Departments Natural Areas Management Program (NAM), which assists in the management of the parcel, to discuss
avoidance and minimization of impacts to this parcel. EEL/NAM representatives are currently evaluating each alternative and
coordination is on-going. The results of these coordination efforts will be included in the Endangered Species Biological Assessment
(ESBA) for this project, which will be available in electronic format online via the FDOT Environmental Screening Tool (EST).

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 2 Minimal assigned 09/25/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
Miami-Dade County is underlain by the Biscayne Aquifer system, the sole source of potable water for most of southeastern Florida.
All necessary precautions and best management practices (BMPs) pertaining to construction will be followed to prevent adverse
impacts to the underlying sole source aquifer. The Advance Notification response from the USEPA (dated June 30, 2004) concluded
that the project should have no significant negative impacts to the sole source aquifer, if BMPs are employed.

Both agencies recommended a study to evaluate the existing and future stormwater runoff conditions and effects. The FDEP also
stressed the importance of treating stormwater runoff. Three areas identified as surface waters were identified within the study
corridor. These areas include: an inundated rock mining pit plus the South Florida Water Management Districts (SFWMDs) C-
102/Princeton and C-103/Mowry canals. Water quality impacts to these surface water areas resulting from potential upland erosion
and sedimentation during construction activities will be controlled in accordance with the latest edition of FDOT's Standard
Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction and through the use of Best Management Practices, including temporary erosion
control measures to ensure compliance with Federal and State water quality standards. Furthermore, stormwater runoff will be
treated prior to discharge per State and local stormwater management criteria and every effort will be made to maximize storage
and treatment of stormwater. The project's stormwater facility design will include, at a minimum, the water quantity and quality
requirements as required by Chapter 24, Section 24-58 of the Miami-Dade County Code. The Miami-Dade County requirements
meet or exceed the State of Florida water quality and water quantity requirements. The proposed stormwater management system
will be permitted through the SFWMD and will meet all required criteria for storage and treatment. Therefore, it is anticipated that
water quality within the proposed project area may improve due to the proposed stormwater treatment features.

Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 07/20/2006 by Maher Budeir, US Environmental Protection Agency

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
Ground water, wetlands and surface water in the buffer zone.
Comments on Effects to Resources:
Impact to surface water must be minimized by careful and thorough treatment of the surface water runoff. Several canals and
ditches exist in the area. Impact on surface water runoff is likely to impact wetlands and groundwater in the area. A complete
hydrology study should be perform to define the qualitative and quantitative impact on the groundwater - surface water interaction.
Additional Comments (optional):
None found.

Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 07/06/2006 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
Stormwater runoff from the road surface may alter adjacent wetlands and surface waters through increased pollutant loading.
Natural resource impacts within and adjacent to the proposed road right-of-way will likely include alteration of the existing surface
water hydrology and natural drainage patterns, and reduction in flood attenuation capacity of area creeks, ditches, and sloughs as a
result of increased impervious surface within the watershed. Every effort should be made to maximize the treatment of stormwater
runoff from the proposed road project to prevent ground and surface water contamination. Stormwater treatment should be
designed to maintain the natural pre-development hydroperiod and water quality, as well as to protect the natural functions of
adjacent wetlands.
Comments on Effects to Resources:
We recommend that the study include an evaluation of existing stormwater treatment adequacy and details on the future
stormwater treatment facilities. Retro-fitting of stormwater conveyance systems would help reduce impacts to water quality.
Increased stormwater runoff carrying oils, greases, metals, sediment, and other pollutants from the increased impervious surface
would be of significant concern.
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Additional Comments (optional):
None found.

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 2 Minimal assigned 09/25/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
No areas with characteristics indicative of jurisdictional vegetated wetlands were identified within the project corridor; therefore, no
impacts to jurisdictional vegetated wetlands are anticipated as a result of this project.

Three areas identified as surface waters were identified within the study corridor. These areas include an inundated rock mining pit
located on the west side of Krome Avenue approximately 1,000 feet north of SW 208th Street; the SFWMDs C-102/Princeton canal
which crosses Krome Avenue at approximately SW 196th Street; and the SFWMDs C-103/Mowry canal which crosses Krome Avenue
just north of SW 280th Street.

Nationwide authorization from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) will be applied for during the final design phase of the
project for impacts to surface waters.

These issues will be addressed in the Wetland Evaluation Report (WER) for the project.

Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 07/20/2006 by Maher Budeir, US Environmental Protection Agency

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
Wetlands
Comments on Effects to Resources:
Based on ETDM analysis, wetlands may be impacted with the proposed project. Impact to wetlands must be minimized. Unavoidable
impact must be fully mitigated.
Additional Comments (optional):
None found.

Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 07/06/2006 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
The National Wetlands Inventory GIS report indicates that there are 81.07 acres of palustrine wetlands within 500 feet of the project
area.
Comments on Effects to Resources:
The project will require an environmental resource permit (ERP) from the South Florida Water Management District. The ERP
applicant will be required to eliminate or reduce the proposed wetland resource impacts of the roadway widening project to the
greatest extent practicable:
- Minimization should emphasize avoidance-oriented corridor alignments, wetland fill reductions via pile bridging and steep/vertically
retained side slopes, and median width reductions within safety limits.
- Wetlands should not be displaced by the installation of stormwater conveyance and treatment swales; compensatory treatment in
adjacent uplands is the preferred alternative.
- After avoidance and minimization have been exhausted, mitigation must be proposed to offset the adverse impacts of the project
to existing wetland functions and values. Significant attention is given to forested wetland systems, which are difficult to mitigate.
- The cumulative impacts of concurrent and future road improvement projects in the vicinity of the subject project should also be
addressed.
Additional Comments (optional):
None found.  FDOT District 6 Feedback to FL Department of Environmental Protection's Review (08/08/2007):  Note that
the 81.07 acres of palustrine wetlands identified through the GIS report are located entirely outside of the project limits and will not
be impacted as a result of this project. Three areas identified as surface waters were identified within the study corridor. These areas
include an inundated rock mining pit located on the west side of Krome Avenue approximately 1,000 feet north of SW 208th Street;
the SFWMDs C-102/Princeton canal which crosses Krome Avenue at approximately SW 196th Street; and the SFWMDs C-103/Mowry
canal which crosses Krome Avenue just north of SW 280th Street.

An Environmental Resources Permit will be applied for and obtained, prior to construction, for impacts to the three surface water
areas and for the new stormwater management system. Alternatives will consider minimization of impacts to surface waters, while
enhancing the safety and drainage needs of the facility. Because no jurisdictional wetland resources will be impacted as a result of
this project, no mitigation is proposed. Also, any loss in functional values from unavoidable impacts to the existing rock mining pit
and canal features (all with an almost non-existent littoral zone and sparsely vegetated side slopes) will be compensated with the
construction of the new stormwater system which will include swale/dry retention areas conducive to the growth of hydrophytic
vegetation. The proposed drainage system will have a net positive effect on the quality of water entering receiving waters and
wetlands.
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Degree of Effect: 0 None assigned 06/27/2006 by Madelyn T Martinez, National Marine Fisheries Service

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
NONE
Comments on Effects to Resources:
NONE
Additional Comments (optional):
Based on the project location, information provided in the ETDM website, discussions with other agencies, and GIS-analysis on
wetlands, and a site visit on June 18, 2006, NOAAs National Marine Fisheries Service concludes the proposed work would not directly
impact areas that support NOAA trust resources. We have no comments or recommendations to provide pursuant to the essential
fish habitat (EFH) requirements of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (Magnuson-Stevens Act) P.L.
104-297. Further consultation on this matter is not necessary unless future modifications are proposed and you believe that the
proposed action may result in adverse impacts to EFH.

Degree of Effect: 2 Minimal assigned 06/14/2006 by Robert Kirby, US Army Corps of Engineers

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
None found.
Comments on Effects to Resources:
Impacts to tributaries (canals) probable but should be minimal and qualify for a NW 14
Additional Comments (optional):
None found.

Degree of Effect: 2 Minimal assigned 05/25/2006 by John Wrublik, US Fish and Wildlife Service

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
Wetlands
Comments on Effects to Resources:
Wetlands provide important habitat for fish and wildlife. If wetlands are found within the project area, we recommend that these
valuable resources be avoided to the greatest extent practicable. If impacts to wetlands are unavoidable, we recommend the FDOT
provide mitigation that fully compensates for the loss of wetland resources.
Additional Comments (optional):
None found.

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 2 Minimal assigned 09/25/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
The majority of the corridor consists of land altered by human activities such as landscaped residential and commercial
developments with maintained turf grass and ornamental shrubs and trees, agricultural lands (row crops and nurseries for
landscape ornamental plants), and ruderal sites (roadsides, vacant lots, abandoned agricultural lands, and railroad rights-of-way). A
protected ecologically significant pine rockland community known as Owaissa Bauer Addition No. 1 is located adjacent to the
roadway corridor, and a privately owned parcel, known as Mary Krome Park, consists of artificially planted rockland and coastal
hammock species and is located at the southern terminus of the roadway corridor. In addition, three areas recognized as surface
waters were identified within the study corridor. These areas include an inundated rock mining pit, the SFWMD's C-102/Priceton
canal, and the SFWMD's C-103/Mowry canal.

Federally and state listed wildlife species that may potentially occur along the project corridor will be evaluated in the Endangered
Species Biological Assessment (ESBA).

Issues raised by FWS and FFWCC will be addressed in the ESBA report for the project. Impacts to protected species are expected to
be minimal. Coordination is being conducted with USFWS, FFWCC, FDACS, Miami-Dade County DERM EEL Program, and the Miami-
Dade County Park and Recreation Department Natural Areas Management Program (NAM) to discuss avoidance/minimization efforts
and potential mitigation.

Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 07/11/2006 by Scott Sanders, FL Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
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The Habitat Conservation Scientific Services Section of the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC) has coordinated
an agency review of ETDM #7800 in Dade County, and provides the following comments related to potential impacts to fish and
wildlife resources on this Programming Phase project. The FWC also commented on this project in response to SAI
#FL200403085571C in February 2004.

This 10.2-mile-long road project consists of developing and analyzing various Alternatives, including a No-Build Alternative, a
Transportation System Management Alternative, and several Build Alternatives consisting of expanding the current roadway into
two, three, and four-lane typical sections. The project description relates that all alternatives will look at preserving the rural
character of the corridor while providing safety and operational enhancements. This project was originally distributed for agency
screening and review through the Florida State Clearinghouse at the Florida Department of Environmental Protection in February
2004. Ultimately, the Federal Highway Administration approved the Class of Action for this project as an Environmental Impact
Statement, and the original project is now being submitted for screening through the EDTM Process for project compliance with
established administrative procedures.

A GIS analysis of fish and wildlife and habitat resources was conducted, and the results indicate that land uses within 500 feet of the
project area consist predominately of urban and agricultural (row crops and pasture). Approximately 27 percent of the lands within
this zone consist of high and low impact urban land, while about 71 percent consist of rural agricultural uses. Small but productive
and important blocks of dry prairie, freshwater marsh and wet prairie, upland hardwood hammock, open water, shrub swamp and
pinelands are also found within the project area.

The results of previous habitat modeling by FWC in areas near the project site and within the region document the presence of high
quality and diverse habitat systems. High values for lands mapped as FWCs Biodiversity Hot Spots and Priority Wetlands Habitat for
Wetland Dependent Listed Species were established by our agency in this area. Public lands immediately adjacent to the project area
include the Owaissa Bauer Pinelands Addition #1, while the Ingram Pineland and Camp Owaissa Bauer occur within a mile of the
Right-of-way (ROW). Managed lands consisting of the Mary Krome Bird Refuge occurs immediately adjacent to the ROW, as does the
Dade County Archipelago Florida Forever Board of Trustees land acquisition project. A Strategic Habitat Conservation Area (SHCA)
for Pine Rocklands has been established within an area extending from the ROW out to at least one mile. Our review also indicates
that the following plants listed by the Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services potentially occur within the project
area according to resource location data from the Florida Natural Areas Inventory: Blodgetts wild-mercury (E), Carters large-
flowered flax (E), locustberry (T), and pineland jacquemontia (T).

Based on range and habitat preference, the following listed wildlife species may potentially occur in and adjacent to the project area:
gopher tortoise (SSC), eastern indigo snake (T), rim rock crowned snake (T), Florida mouse (SSC), little blue heron (SSC), tricolored
heron (SSC), reddish egret (SSC), white ibis (SSC), roseate spoonbill (SSC), wood stork (E), snail kite (E), bald eagle (T),
southeastern kestrel (T), peregrine falcon (E), limpkin (SSC), Florida sandhill cane (T), and the Florida burrowing owl (SSC).

Comments on Effects to Resources:
Depending on which project Alternative is chosen and implemented, direct impacts on listed species and habitat resources could be
moderate, while secondary and cumulative impacts would also be moderate.
Additional Comments (optional):
The following recommendations are provided to reduce impacts to fish and wildlife and habitat resources:

(1) In lieu of a Build Alternative, we support a Transportation System Management Alternative to improve safety, and the efficiency
of surrounding roads, which would protect and enhances existing habitat, and protects the rural nature within this agricultural area.

(2) Wildlife surveys for listed species should be performed to evaluate the potential occurrence of all protected species.

(3) An in-depth preliminary assessment of incidental and cumulative impacts should be made on this project, and funds should be
identified to address mitigation of secondary impacts and be included in the project budget.

(4) A plan should also be formulated and implemented to avoid, minimize or mitigate impacts to habitat and listed species based on
the results of field surveys. An Incidental Take Permit may also be needed from our agency for the gopher tortoise and its
commensal species.

(5) A complete accounting should be made of all upland and wetland plant communities within the project area, and compensatory
mitigation should be required. Mitigation should address upland and wetland habitat loss, including the achievement of type for type
and functional replacement. Due diligence should also be accomplished in the search for innovative mitigation opportunities, such as
acquisition of sensitive habitats including pine rocklands; the expansion of the size, diversity, and productivity of existing public
lands; or enhancement and restoration of selected native habitat blocks to improve habitat connectivity and functionality.

(6) Stormwater runoff into area wetlands during construction, or roadside runoff during operation of the road, should be contained to
prevent water quality degradation and increased sedimentation.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide input on highway planning and design and the conservation of fish and wildlife resources.
Please contact Steve Lau at (772) 778-5094 in our Vero Beach Office for further coordination on this project.

 FDOT District 6 Feedback to FL Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission's Review (09/25/2007): These issues are
being addressed in the PD&E study for this project and the results of the analysis will be presented in the Endangered Species
Biological Assessment (ESBA) report, Wetland Evaluation report and Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the project.

The majority of the corridor consists of land altered by human activities such as landscaped residential and commercial
developments with maintained turf grass and ornamental shrubs and trees, agricultural lands (row crops and nurseries for landscape
ornamental plants), and ruderal sites (roadsides, vacant lots, abandoned agricultural lands, and railroad rights-of-way). A protected
ecologically significant pine rockland community known as Owaissa Bauer Addition No. 1 is located adjacent to the roadway corridor
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just south of SW 264th Street on the east side of Krome Avenue, and a privately owned parcel, known as Mary Krome Park, consists
of artificially planted rockland and coastal hammock species and is located at the southern terminus of the roadway corridor at SW
296th Street on the west side of Krome Avenue. In addition, three areas recognized as surface waters were identified within the
study corridor. These areas include an inundated rock mining pit located on the west side of Krome Avenue approximately 1,000 feet
north of SW 208th Street; the SFWMDs C-102/Princeton canal which crosses Krome Avenue at approximately SW 196th Street; and
the SFWMDs C-103/Mowry canal which crosses Krome Avenue just north of SW 280th Street. Water quality impacts to these surface
water areas resulting from erosion and sedimentation during construction activities will be controlled in accordance with the latest
edition of FDOT's Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction and through the use of Best Management Practices,
including temporary erosion control measures to ensure compliance with Federal/State water quality standards.

Coordination is being conducted with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission
(FFWCC), Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services (FDACS), Miami-Dade County DERM EEL Program, and the
Miami-Dade County Park and Recreation Department Natural Areas Management Program (NAM) to discuss avoidance/minimization
efforts and potential mitigation scenarios for each proposed build alternative.

Degree of Effect: 2 Minimal assigned 05/25/2006 by John Wrublik, US Fish and Wildlife Service

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
Federally Listed Species and Fish and Wildlife Resources
Comments on Effects to Resources:
Service Comments, Federally Listed Species: The Service has reviewed our Geographic Information Systems (GIS) database for
recorded locations of federally listed threatened and endangered species on or adjacent to the project study area. The GIS database
is a compilation of data received from several sources.

Wood Stork

The project corridor is located in the Core Foraging Areas (within 18.6 miles ) of two active nesting colonies of the endangered wood
stork (Mycteria americana). The Service believes that the loss of wetlands within a CFA due to an action could result in the loss of
foraging habitat for the wood stork. To minimize adverse effects to the wood stork, we recommend that any lost foraging habitat
resulting from the project be replaced within the CFA of the affected nesting colony. Moreover, wetlands provided as mitigation
should adequately replace the wetland functions lost as a result of the action. The Service does not consider the preservation of
wetlands, by itself, as adequate compensation for impacts to wood stork foraging habitat, because the habitat lost is not replaced.
Accordingly, any wetland mitigation plan proposed should include a restoration, enhancement, or creation component. In some
cases, the Service accepts wetlands compensation located outside the CFA of the affected wood stork nesting colony. Specifically,
wetland credits purchased from a Service Approved mitigation bank located outside of the CFA would be acceptable to the Service,
provided that the impacted wetlands occur within the permitted service area of the bank.

The Service believes that the following federally listed species have the potential to occur in or near the project site: wood stork, and
eastern indigo snake (Drymarchon corais couperi), as well as the federally protected plants listed at the link for Miami-Dade County
at our web site (http://verobeach.fws.gov/Species_lists/countyfr.html). Accordingly, the Service recommends that the Florida
Department of Transportation (FDOT) prepare a Biological Assessment for the project (as required by 50 CFR 402.12) during the
FDOTs Project Development and Environment process.

Service Comments, Fish and Wildlife Resources: Wetlands provide important habitat for fish and wildlife. If wetlands are found within
the project area, we recommend that these valuable resources be avoided to the greatest extent practicable. If impacts to wetlands
are unavoidable, we recommend the FDOT provide mitigation that fully compensates for the loss of wetland resources.

Additional Comments (optional):
None found.

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 2 Minimal assigned 08/08/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
A Cultural Resources Assessment Survey (CRAS) has been conducted for this project and has been submitted to the State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) for review. The CRAS and pertinent correspondence will be uploaded into the EST once completed.

Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 07/06/2006 by Sherry Anderson, FL Department of State

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
Historic Standing Structures
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Buffer distance: 100 ft (246.25 acres)
Site ID; Structure Name
DA2764; 27750 KROME AVENUE; not evaluated by SHPO
DA2765; 27190 N. KROME AVENUE; not evaluated by SHPO
DA2817; 22450 SW 177TH AVENUE; not evaluated by SHPO
DA2818; 22800 SW 177TH AVENUE; not evaluated by SHPO
DA6762; 17700 SW 296TH STREET; ineligible by SHPO

Buffer distance: 1320 ft (3366.91 acres) and 5280 ft (15139.7 acres)
Site ID; Structure Name
(list below only includes those deemed potentially eligible or NR listed)
DA2679; LINDEMAN-JOHNSON HOUSE (AKA GIRAR TITLE COMPANY); NR LISTED
DA2748; MCMINN-HORNE HOUSE; NR LISTED

Comments on Effects to Resources:
Although this roadway has not been subjected to a systematic cultural resource assessment survey, several surveys undertaken by
Dade County and the City of Homestead have recorded numerous historic buildings including two NR-listed resources, within the one
-mile buffer. Most of these have not been evaluated by SHPO. Five buildings are located within the 100-foot buffer. Only one has
been previously evaluated (DA6762 ineligible); all others have not been evaluated by SHPO. No archaeological sites have been
previously recorded within the one-mile buffer zone.
Additional Comments (optional):
It is difficult to ascertain potential effects of this project due to the lack of a systematic cultural resource assessment survey. Given
that numerous buildings have been recorded within one-mile of the project area, it is the opinion of this office that there is a
reasonable probability of project activities impacting historic properties potentially eligible for listing in the National Register of
Historic Places, or otherwise of historical, architectural or archaeological value. Our office recommends a systematic cultural resource
assessment survey be conducted and that all relevant direct and indirect impacts be taken into consideration in the development of
the area of potential effect.

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 09/24/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
While there are no Miami-Dade County public parks located directly on Krome Avenue, there are several Miami-Dade County
neighborhood and local parks located in the vicinity of the project corridor in addition to the resources mentioned by the ETAT,
including Oak Creek Park, Kings Grant Park, and Redland Fruit and Spice Park. The Everglades Archery Range and the Redlands Golf
and Country Club are also located in the vicinity of the project corridor.

The Mowry and Princeton Trails, part of the South Dade Greenway Trail system, bisect Krome Avenue along the SFWMD's C-
102/Princeton canal, which crosses Krome Avenue at approximately SW 196th Street, and the SFWMD's C-103/Mowry canal, which
crosses Krome Avenue just north of SW 280th Street, respectively.

The Dade County Archipelago Florida Forever Project helps to conserve the subtropical pinelands and hardwood hammocks in Miami-
Dade County. These sites, including the Miami Rockridge Pinelands (including Ingram Pineland) and the Owaissa Bauer Pinelands
(including the Owaissa Bauer Addition No. 1) are administered through the Miami-Dade County DERM Environmentally Endangered
Lands Program (EEL).

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the project will evaluate potential impacts to these areas. Documentation of
this evaluation will be available in electronic format online via the FDOT Environmental Screening Tool (EST).

Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 07/06/2006 by Lauren P. Milligan, FL Department of Environmental Protection

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
The following public conservation lands are located in the vicinity of this project: the Mowery and Princeton Trails, Dade County
Archipelago Florida Forever Project, Ingram Pineland, Camp Owaissa Bauer/Pineland, and the Mary Krome Bird Refuge.
Comments on Effects to Resources:
These lands contain significant natural communities and numerous element occurrences of listed species, as indicated by the Florida
Natural Areas Inventory. The Department is interested in preserving the area's natural communities, wildlife corridor functions,
natural flood control, stormwater runoff filtering capabilities, aquifer recharge potential, contributions to regional spring complexes,
and recreational trail opportunities. Therefore, future environmental documentation should include an evaluation of the primary,
secondary, and cumulative impacts of the proposed roadway widening construction on the above public lands and any proposed
acquisition sites.
Additional Comments (optional):
None found.
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Economic

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 2 Minimal assigned 08/17/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
The project will be evaluated for potential involvement with Section 4(f). All coordination regarding Section 4(f) involvement would
occur with the FHWA as needed.

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 2 Minimal assigned 08/17/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
The rural character of the area will be considered through a context sensitive design approach.

In addition, potential traffic noise impacts in the area surrounding the project will be assessed during the PD&E Study.

Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 10/02/2006 by Tammy Vrana, FDOT District 6

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
100-Foot Buffer:
Rural Character
Agricultural Lands
Residential Lands
Grove Motel

500-Foot Buffer
Krome Medical Center
Comments on Effects to Resources:
The visual aesthetic character of the project area is rural. The area is part of Miami-Dade Countys historic agricultural community
known as Redlands. Views from the road are predominantly of farmlands (row crops and groves), natural lands, and small roadside
businesses, many of which deal in agricultural products.

Relative to the potential for vibration effects, no eye care centers were identified within the one-mile project buffer. The Krome
Medical Center is located in the 500-foot project buffer and the James Archer Smith Hospital is located in the one-mile project buffer.
The distance of these facilities from the project would likely preclude vibration or noise effects as a result of the project.

Residential land uses may be sensitive to the full range of aesthetic effects (i.e., visual, noise, and vibration). As such, residential
land uses within the 100- and 500-foot project buffers are shown in the tables below. Residential lands within the 100-foot project
buffer represent approximately 43 acres, or 17% of the total area. Most of this residential development is low density.

Existing Residential Land Uses within the 100-Foot Project Buffer (246.25 acres)
Description Acres Percent
High Density: Mobile Home Units 1.85 0.75
Low Density: Single Family Units 21.10 8.57
Medium Density: Single Family Units 6.30 2.56
Rural Residential 13.55 5.5

Existing Residential Land Uses within the 500-Foot Project Buffer (1,245.76 Acres)
Description Acres Percent
High Density: Mobile Home Units 9.26 0.74
Low Density: Single Family Units 89.84 7.21
Medium Density: Single Family Units 20.89 1.68
Rural Residential 44.31 3.56

Some members of the Redlands community have expressed concerns that increased capacity as a result of the project could
stimulate additional development pressure that could change the rural character of the area.

Additional Comments (optional):
None found.
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Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 0 None assigned 08/17/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
The study area is dominated by agricultural and low-density residential land uses with a slow transition to greater frequency of low-
density residential in the southern half of the study corridor. Small scale commercial uses are found at major signalized intersections
throughout the corridor. Most of the commercial uses include groceries, gasoline retails, and community-oriented small business.
The proposed project is not anticipated to impact the economics of the area.

Degree of Effect: 1 Enhanced assigned 10/02/2006 by Tammy Vrana, FDOT District 6

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
Miami-Dade County Enterprise Zone (South Dade)
Redlands/Leisure City Area Brownfield
Agricultural Industry
City of Homestead
Comments on Effects to Resources:
Southern Miami-Dade County is home to a $1 billion agricultural industry. Most of the agricultural lands that support this industry lie
east of the Everglades and west of Homestead in the area known as the Redlands. Within the project corridor, the agricultural
industry dominates the local economic base. For example, row crops, ornamentals, field crops, citrus groves, fruit orchards, and
fallow cropland account for 80% of lands within the 500-foot buffer area.

There is limited commercial development along the corridor. These uses are predominantly located within the project area at Krome
Avenue and SW 272nd St, SW 264th St, SW 248th St, SW 236th St, SW 200th St, SW 184th streets.

The Miami-Dade County Enterprise Zone is located within the project buffer. This zone provides tax incentives and advantages for
businesses locating within the designated zone as a means of growing and revitalizing the local economy.

The project will provide greater capacity and is likely to provide greater accessibility to the area. Krome Avenue, a SIS facility, has
an important role in regional connectivity through linkages to US 1, US 41, and US 27. As such, the project is likely to enhance
freight movement. Locally, the project will provide greater connectivity to business areas within the City of Homestead.

Additional Comments (optional):
None.

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 2 Minimal assigned 09/25/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
The study corridor traverses rural farming and low-density residential communities. FDOT is currently coordinating the evaluation of
farmland conversion impacts associated with the project with the United States Department of Agriculture Natural Resources
Conservation Service (USDA-NRCS). A Corridor Assessment is currently being prepared by the FDOT to complete the Farmland
Conversion Impact Rating for Corridor Type Projects form for resubmittal to the NRCS for final concurrence/approval.

Coordination is being conducted with the Miami-Dade EEL Program regarding potential impacts to the Owaissa Bauer Addition No. 1
parcel (protected pineland).

Also see Summary Degree of Effect for "Secondary and Cumulative Effects."

Land Use will be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS).

Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 10/02/2006 by Tammy Vrana, FDOT District 6

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
Miami-Dade County Comprehensive Development Plan
Comments on Effects to Resources:
Existing Land Use. Lands within the project corridor are predominantly agricultural in use. Agricultural uses include agricultural
production (row crops and groves), as well as wholesale and retail trade of agricultural products. Residential and retail uses within
the corridor are interspersed among the agricultural areas. Small scale commercial nodes (convenience retail and fuel sales) exist on
Krome Avenue at SW 272nd, SW 264th, SW 248th, SW 236th, SW 200th, and SW 184th streets.

The table below shows existing land uses within the 500- and 1,320-foot project buffers. Over 70 percent of the lands in both buffers
are used for agricultural purposes. Agricultural uses along the corridor include row crops, ornamentals, field crops, citrus groves,
fruit orchards, and fallow cropland (listed in descending order according to acreage).
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Of the residential uses, the majority is comprised of low density single family units (62%) in both buffers. Other residential types
include large lot (rural) residential, medium density single family units, high density mobile home units, and high density single
family units.

Existing Land Use: 500-Foot Project Buffer (1,245.76 Acres)
Description Acres Percent
Agricultural 913.41 73.32%
Acreage not zoned for agriculture 44.67 3.59%
Residential 43.84 3.52%
Retail/Office 42.67 3.42%
Vacant Residential 16.04 1.29%
Institutional 11.40 0.91%
Vacant Non-Residential 9.55 0.77%
Public/Semi-Public 8.30 0.67%
Recreation 6.53 0.52%

Agricultural 2,539.60 Acres (75.43%)
Acreage not zoned for agriculture 160.78 Acres (4.78%)
Residential 191.61 Acres (5.84%)
Retail/Office 88.74 Acres (2.64%)
Vacant Residential 42.74 Acres (1.27%)
Institutional 25.17 Acres (0.75%)
Vacant Non-Residential 15.02 Acres (0.45%)
Public/Semi-Public 45.94 Acres (1.36%)
Recreation 11.43 Acres (0.34%)

Future Land Use. The tables below show the generalized future land use for the 500- and 1,320-foot project buffers. The future land
use designations for both buffers indicate that agricultural uses and rural intensities are anticipated to continue though the
comprehensive planning timeframe. The areas along Krome Avenue are comprised of large tracts of undeveloped land, which
currently act as a buffer between encroaching subdivisions from the east and the Florida Everglades.

Future Land Use: 500-Foot Project Buffer (1,254.76 Acres)
Description Acres Percent
Agriculture 1,069.51 85.85%
Estate 121.26 9.73%
Preserve 55.00 4.41%

Future Land Use: 1,320-Foot Project Buffer (3,366.91 Acres)
Description Acres Percent
Agriculture 2,903.08 86.22%
Estate 352.67 10.47%
Preserve 111.16 3.3%

Comprehensive Plan Consistency. The project is included in the adopted Miami-Dade County Comprehensive Development Plan and,
therefore, is consistent with the plan.

Additional Comments (optional):
None.

Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 07/18/2006 by Gregory E. Williams, Federal Highway Administration

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
The project is located in a relatively undeveloped area that is primarily agricultural, and includes protected plant communities (pine
rockland) that may be globally imperiled.
Comments on Effects to Resources:
The environmental document should assess secondary impacts to these areas, as well as cumulative impacts to agricultural lands,
protected plant communities, and other natural resources.

Additional Comments (optional):
None found.

Degree of Effect: 0 None assigned 06/28/2006 by Gary Donaldson, FL Department of Community Affairs

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
None found.
Comments on Effects to Resources:
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Mobility 
Project Effects

 
Relocation 

None found.
Additional Comments (optional):
None found.

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 1 Enhanced assigned 08/17/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
The project corridor provides regional connectivity from as far south as the Florida Keys to Broward County and points north.
Further, it is one of the hurricane evacuation routes serving the Florida Keys and South Miami-Dade County. It is anticipated that
the project, which is consistent with both regional and local transportation plans, will result in increased mobility along the corridor.

Degree of Effect: 1 Enhanced assigned 10/02/2006 by Tammy Vrana, FDOT District 6

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
100-Foot Buffer:
Mowry Trail
Princeton Trail
Railroad

500-Foot Buffer:
Bridge (#870161)
Grass Airport

5,280-Foot Buffer:
Bus Stops (130, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 147, 148, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 160, 161, 162, 164, 165, 166, 167, 172,
173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 231, 234, 235, 236)
Avocado Elementary School
South Dade School
St Johns School
Mac's Field (Air Field)
Lindbergh's Landing (Air Field)
B & L Farms (Air Field)
Richards Field (Air Field)
Comments on Effects to Resources:
Krome Avenue is a significant north-south arterial in western Miami-Dade County and is part of Floridas Strategic Intermodal System
(SIS) and Florida Intrastate Highway System (FIHS). It runs from US 1 just south of Florida City north across US 41 to US 27 near
Opalocka West Airport, just south of the Broward County line. Its primary use is as a bypass around the west side of Miami, linking
the routes running southwest, west and northwest from Miami-Dade. The project addresses Krome Avenue between SW 296th
Street and SW 136th Street. This segment is north of the City of Homestead and south of US 41.

Krome Avenue plays an important role in regional connectivity. By adding capacity, this project will improve north-south access
between Homestead and US 41, while reducing congestion on US 1. Also, the project is intersected by the a number of collector-
level side streets including SW 272nd, SW 264th, SW 248th, SW 236th, SW 200th, SW 184th streets.

From just south of the project, Krome Avenue traverses the Homestead business district, suburban neighborhoods and farmlands.
Tractors and farm equipment are frequent users of the facility.

The crash rate on this facility is substantially higher than the statewide average for similar facilities. Therefore, a primary project
objective is to address existing safety issues. The safety enhancements of the roadway would enhance emergency response in the
project area.

Presently, no sidewalks, bike lanes, or transit service exist along this road. Bicycle use of the roadways approximately three-foot
shoulder was observed. As an indicator of transportation disadvantaged population in the project area, the 2000 Census reported
approximately 1,089 households in the one-mile project buffer without an automobile.

Krome Avenue is one of three continuous north-south corridors available to south Miami-Dade County and the Florida Keys residents
for hurricane evacuation. The facility serves as an alternate hurricane evacuation route to US 1 and the Floridas Turnpike for those
living in southern Miami-Dade County. Additionally, improvements to corridor mobility afforded by the project would likely enhance
conditions for freight movement.
Additional Comments (optional):
None.
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Project Effects

 
Social 
Project Effects

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 2 Minimal assigned 08/17/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
The project will require acquisition of additional right-of-way along the project corridor; however, the proposed project, as presently
conceived, will not displace any residences, farming operations, or businesses within the community. Should this change over the
course of the project, the FDOT will carry out a right-of-way and relocation program in accordance with requirements.

Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 10/02/2006 by Tammy Vrana, FDOT District 6

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
Developed Parcels (residential, retail/office, institutional, public/semi-public and recreational uses)
Comments on Effects to Resources:
The project represents the analysis of various alternatives including a no-build alternative, a Transportation System Management
alternative, and several build alternatives consisting of two, three and four-lane typical sections.

The existing right-of-way for Krome Avenue ranges from roughly 35-feet to 200-feet. Should widening of the two lane road be
required, developed parcels adjacent to the right-of-way (within the 100-foot project buffer) have the greatest potential for
relocation effects. The extent of potential effects on development within the 100-foot project buffer is evaluated in the table below.

Developed Land Uses: 100-Foot Buffer (246.25 Acres)
Description Acres Percent
Institutional 1.95 0.79
Public/Semi-Public 0.40 0.16
Recreation 0.36 0.14
Residential 6.94 2.82
Retail/Office 11.52 4.68

The number of developed parcels within the 100-foot buffer area was estimated as another means of identifying the potential for
relocation effects. Within the 100-foot buffer, there are residential, retail/office, institutional, public/semi-public and recreation-
related parcels.

Additional Comments (optional):
None.

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 2 Minimal assigned 08/17/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
The study area is predominantly rural in character and comprised of agricultural and low-density residential land uses. Small-scale
commercial uses are found at major signalized intersections throughout the corridor.

A public involvement plan is being implemented as part of the project. The FDOT has and will continue to coordinate with the
affected community regarding the proposed improvements. The project is not anticipated to impact community cohesion or to
disproportionately impact minority communities.

Degree of Effect: 2 Minimal assigned 10/02/2006 by Tammy Vrana, FDOT District 6

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.

Direct Effects
Identified Resources and Level of Importance:
100-Foot Buffer:
Historic Redlands Community
Redlands Summer Camp
Publicly Owned Lands: Owaissa Bauer Pineland Addition #1
Mowry Trail
Princeton Trail
OGT: Multi-Use Trails Priority (High)
OGT: Multi-Use Trails Priority (Medium)
Florida Site File Historic Standing Structures (2)
Mary Krome Bird Refuge
Florida Audubon Society Park
Dade County Archipelago Florida Forever BOT Project
Redland Golf and Country Club
Redland Christian Academy
Church of Christ Church
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First Baptist Church of Homestead
Homestead Church of Christ
Manfred Memorial Foundation

200-Foot Buffer:
Redlands Church of the Nazarene

500-Foot Buffer:
Womans Club of Homestead
Krome Medical Center
Goodwill Industries Job Training/Vocational. Rehabilitation
Kidz Ark Day Care
Miami Gliderport
Miami Glider Club
Redland Christian Academy

1,320-Foot Buffer:
City of Homestead
Florida Site File Historic Standing Structures (15)
St Andrews Lutheran Church
Open Bible Gospel Tabernacle
Westbird Center
University of Florida TREC

2,640-Foot Buffer:
Florida Site File Historic Standing Structures (31)
Publicly Owned Lands: Camp Owaissa Bauer
Bauer Drive Hammock
Lindbergh Landing Strip
Miami Gliderport Landing Strip
Musselwhite Park (City of Homestead)
Saint Andrew Church
Silver Palm United Methodist Church
Miami Everglades Campground
Chickeara Recreation Center
Fruit and Spice Park (Miami-Dade County)
Royal Palm Lodge #100

5,280-Foot Buffer:
Florida Site File Historic Standing Structures (97)
National Register of Historic Places (2)
Avocado Elementary School
South Dade School
First United Methodist Day School
Homestead Junior Academy
Little Sunbeams Child Care Center
Saint Johns School
Miami Rockridge Pinelands Outstanding Florida Water
Ingram Pineland Publicly Owned Lands (FNAI Subset)
James Archer Smith Hospital
Comments on Effects to Resources:
The project area is located north of the City of Homestead in unincorporated Miami-Dade County and includes the Redlands
community.

The demographics for the one-mile project buffer area are listed below.

White: 80.8%
Black: 10.0%
Other: 9.2%
Hispanic: 52.3%
Under age 18: 30.8%
Age 65+: 6.8%
Households w/o Car: 7.4%
Median Family Income: $53,566
With Disability: 19.8%

As listed in the foregoing, there are numerous community focal points within the project study area. Within the 100-foot project
buffer, there are five Florida Site File Historic Standing Structures, a bird refuge, publicly-owned natural resource lands, the
Redlands Golf and Country Club, places of worship, other religious facilities, recreational facilities, and a campground. Outside the
100-foot buffer within the 5,280-foot buffer are other places of worship, public and private educational facilities, a medical center, a
vocational center, and public parks. One of the area parks is Fruit & Spice Park, the only tropical botanical garden of its kind in the
US. Given the proximity of recreational resources within the 100-foot project buffer, there is the potential for project effects to
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ETAT Reviews and Coordinator Summary: Secondary and Cumulative 
Secondary and Cumulative Effects 
Project Effects

parkland and open space.

Given the distance between residential areas and community focal points as well as the absence of pedestrian facilities in this rural
setting, pedestrian traffic is probably minimal along the corridor. Future residential development and population growth in the area
may change this condition. The proposed roadway widening is not anticipated to affect community cohesion.

Additional Comments (optional):
None found.

Coordinator Summary Degree of Effect: 2 Minimal assigned 09/25/2007 by FDOT District 6

Comments:
The Miami-Dade County Comprehensive Development Master Plan (CDMP) contains policies to discourage urban sprawl and urban
development outside of the Urban Devlopment Boundary (UDB), particularly in areas of the county that are designated under
Agriculture, Open Land, or Environmental Protection. The evaluation of potential effects resulting from the four laning of Krome Ave.
is based on the CDMP growth management policies, which direct future development within the UDB and discourage urban sprawl.
These policies recognize exceptions for the provision of public services and facilities in such areas when necessary to protect the
public health, safety, and welfare plus serve the localized needs of the non-urban areas; the County and the FDCA have determined
that the widening of Krome Avenue to four lanes is consistent with these policies.

All upland/wetland communities along the corridor are identified and discussed in the Endangered Species Biological Assessment
(ESBA) report and the Wetland Evaluation report. In addition, a farmland evaluation is being conducted.

Avoidance, minimization, and mitigation for direct impacts and secondary impacts (through permitting) will be considered for project
alternatives. Potential impacts during construction will be further minimized through adherence to all State and local regulations and
to the latest edition of the FDOT Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction.

Degree of Effect: 3 Moderate assigned 07/11/2006 by Scott Sanders, FL Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission

Coordination Document: The "Coordination Document" option was not available at the time of the review.
At-Risk Resource: Wildlife and Habitat
Comments on Effects: A GIS analysis of fish and wildlife and habitat resources was conducted, and the results indicate that land
uses within 500 feet of the project area consist predominately of urban and agricultural (row crops and pasture). Approximately 27
percent of the lands within this zone consist of high and low impact urban land, while about 71 percent consist of rural agricultural
uses. Small but productive and important blocks of dry prairie, freshwater marsh and wet prairie, upland hardwood hammock, open
water, shrub swamp and pinelands are also found within the project area.

The results of previous habitat modeling by FWC in areas near the project site and within the region document the presence of high
quality and diverse habitat systems. High values for lands mapped as FWCs Biodiversity Hot Spots and Priority Wetlands Habitat for
Wetland Dependent Listed Species were established by our agency in this area. Public lands immediately adjacent to the project area
include the Owaissa Bauer Pinelands Addition #1, while the Ingram Pineland and Camp Owaissa Bauer occur within a mile of the
Right-of-way (ROW). Managed lands consisting of the Mary Krome Bird Refuge occurs immediately adjacent to the ROW, as does the
Dade County Archipelago Florida Forever Board of Trustees land acquisition project. A Strategic Habitat Conservation Area (SHCA)
for Pine Rocklands has been established within an area extending from the ROW out to at least 1 mile.
Recommended Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures: Depending on which project Alternative is chosen and
implemented, secondary and cumulative impacts on listed species and habitat resources could be moderate.
Recommended Actions to Improve At-Risk Resources: In lieu of a Build Alternative, we support a Transportation System
Management Alternative to improve safety, and the efficiency of surrounding roads, which would protect and enhances existing
habitat, and protects the rural nature within this agricultural area. A complete accounting should be made of all upland and wetland
plant communities within the project area, and compensatory mitigation should be required. Mitigation should address upland and
wetland habitat loss, including the achievement of type for type and functional replacement. Due diligence should also be
accomplished in the search for innovative mitigation opportunities, such as acquisition of sensitive habitats including pine rocklands;
the expansion of the size, diversity, and productivity of existing public lands; or enhancement and restoration of selected native
habitat blocks to improve habitat connectivity and functionality.
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4. Eliminated Alternative Information4.1. Eliminated Alternatives

 
Eliminated Alternatives
 
There are no eliminated alternatives for this project.
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5. Project Scope

 
Project Scope
 
5.1. General Project Commitments 
General Project Commitments
There are no general project commitments identified for this project in the EST.
5.2. Required Permits 
Required Permits
There are no anticipated permits identified for this project in the EST.
5.3. Required Technical Studies 
Required Technical Studies

5.4. Class of Action 
Class of Action 
Class of Action Determination

  
Class of Action Signatures

5.5. Dispute Resolution Activity Log 
Dispute Resolution Activity Log
There are no dispute actions identified for this project in the EST.

Technical Study Name Type Conditions Review Org Review Date
Noise Study Report ENVIRONMENTAL FDOT District 6 09/25/2007

Draft Environmental
Impact Statement

ENVIRONMENTAL FDOT District 6 09/25/2007

Public Hearing Transcript ENVIRONMENTAL FDOT District 6 09/25/2007

Farmlands Assessment Other FDOT District 6 09/25/2007

Air Quality Report ENVIRONMENTAL FDOT District 6 09/25/2007

Cultural Resource
Assessment

ENVIRONMENTAL FDOT District 6 09/25/2007

Endangered Species
Biological Assessment

ENVIRONMENTAL FDOT District 6 09/25/2007

Advance
Notification/ICAR
Package

ENVIRONMENTAL FDOT District 6 09/25/2007

Contamination Screening
Evaluation Report

ENVIRONMENTAL FDOT District 6 09/25/2007

4 (f) Determination Other FDOT District 6 09/25/2007

Wetlands Evaluation
Report

ENVIRONMENTAL FDOT District 6 09/25/2007

Public Involvement Plan ENVIRONMENTAL FDOT District 6 09/25/2007

Final Environmental
Impact Statement

ENVIRONMENTAL FDOT District 6 09/25/2007

Cultural Resource
Assessment Survey
Report

Other FDOT District 6 09/25/2007

WQIE Other FDOT District 6 09/25/2007

Class of Action
Determination

ENVIRONMENTAL FDOT District 6 09/25/2007

Class of Action Other Actions Lead Agency Cooperating Agencies Participating Agencies
Environmental Impact
Statement

Section 106 Consultation
Endangered Species
Assessment

Federal Highway
Administration

No Cooperating Agencies
have been identified.

No Participating Agencies
have been identified.

Name Agency
Review
Status Date ETDM Role

Marjorie Bixby FDOT District 6 ACCEPTED 09/25/2007 FDOT ETDM Coordinator

Gregory E. Williams Federal Highway Administration ACCEPTED 10/09/2007 Lead Agency ETAT Member
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6. Appendices

 
Appendices
  
PED Comments 
Advanced Notification Comments
There are no comments for this project.
6.1. GIS Analyses 
GIS Analyses
Since there are so many GIS Analyses available for Project #7800 - SR 997/Krome Avenue/SW 177th Ave (South), they have not
been included in this ETDM Summary Report. GIS Analyses, however, are always available for this project on the Public ETDM
Website. Please click on the link below (or copy this link into your Web Browser) in order to view detailed GIS tabular information for
this project:  
 
 http://etdmpub.fla-etat.org/est/index.jsp?tpID=7800&startPageName=GIS%20Analysis%20Results  
 
Special Note: Please be sure that when the GIS Analysis Results page loads, the  Programming Screen Summary Report Re-
published on 09/20/2010 by Megan McKinney Milestone is selected. GIS Analyses snapshots have been taken for Project
#7800 at various points throughout the project's life-cycle, so it is important that you view the correct snapshot.
6.2. Project Attachments 
Project Attachments
Note: Attachments are not included in this Summary Report, but can be accessed by clicking on the links below:

6.3. Degree of Effect Legend 
Degree of Effect Legend

 

Date Type Size Link / Description
Ancillary Project
Documentation 98 KB http://etdmpub.fla-etat.org/est/servlet/blobViewer?blobID=10317

Ancillary Project
Documentation 903 KB http://etdmpub.fla-etat.org/est/servlet/blobViewer?blobID=354

Ancillary Project
Documentation 622 KB http://etdmpub.fla-etat.org/est/servlet/blobViewer?blobID=353

Ancillary Project
Documentation 72 KB http://etdmpub.fla-etat.org/est/servlet/blobViewer?blobID=350

Color Code Meaning ETAT Public Involvement

N/A Not Applicable / No
Involvement

There is no presence of the issue in relationship to the project, or the issue is irrelevant in relationship to the proposed
transportation action.

0 None (after 12/5/2005)
The issue is present, but the project will have no impact on the
issue; project has no adverse effect on ETAT resources; permit
issuance or consultation involves routine interaction with the
agency. The None degree of effect is new as of 12/5/2005.

No community opposition to the planned project.
No adverse effect on the community.

1 Enhanced Project has positive effect on the ETAT resource or can reverse a
previous adverse effect leading to environmental improvement.

Affected community supports the proposed
project. Project has positive effect.

2 Minimal
Project has little adverse effect on ETAT resources. Permit issuance
or consultation involves routine interaction with the agency. Low
cost options are available to address concerns.

Minimum community opposition to the planned
project. Minimum adverse effect on the
community.

2
Minimal to None
(assigned prior to
12/5/2005)

Project has little adverse effect on ETAT resources. Permit issuance
or consultation involves routine interaction with the agency. Low
cost options are available to address concerns.

Minimum community opposition to the planned
project. Minimum adverse effect on the
community.

3 Moderate

Agency resources are affected by the proposed project, but
avoidance and minimization options are available and can be
addressed during development with a moderated amount of agency
involvement and moderate cost impact.

Project has adverse effect on elements of the
affected community. Public Involvement is needed
to seek alternatives more acceptable to the
community. Moderate community interaction will
be required during project development.

4 Substantial

The project has substantial adverse effects but ETAT understands
the project need and will be able to seek avoidance and
minimization or mitigation options during project development.
Substantial interaction will be required during project development
and permitting.

Project has substantial adverse effects on the
community and faces substantial community
opposition. Intensive community interaction with
focused Public Involvement will be required during
project development to address community
concerns.

5 Potential Dispute
(Planning Screen)

Project may not conform to agency statutory requirements and may
not be permitted. Project modification or evaluation of alternatives
is required before advancing to the LRTP Programming Screen.

Community strongly opposes the project. Project is
not in conformity with local comprehensive plan
and has severe negative impact on the affected
community.

5 Dispute Resolution
(Programming Screen)

Project does not conform to agency statutory requirements and will
not be permitted. Dispute resolution is required before the project
proceeds to programming.

Community strongly opposes the project. Project is
not in conformity with local comprehensive plan
and has severe negative impact on the affected
community.

No ETAT Consensus ETAT members from different agencies assigned a different degree of effect to this project, and the ETDM coordinator
has not assigned a summary degree of effect.

No ETAT Reviews No ETAT members have reviewed the corresponding issue for this project, and the ETDM coordinator has not assigned a
summary degree of effect.
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Project-Level Hardcopy Maps
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SR-997/ SW 177th Avenue/Krome Avenue (South) PD&E Study 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

 

APPENDIX W 
 

Federal and State Environmental Permit Review Agencies 
Correspondence



SOUTH FWRIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 

3301 Gun Club Road, West Palm Beach, Florida 33406 • (561) 686-8800 • FL WATS 1-800-432-2045 • TDD (561) 69./;-2574 
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 24680, West Palm Beach, FL 33416-4680 • ~w.sfwmd.gov 

Environmental Resource Regulation 
Pre-Application No. 040802-24 

April 18, 2005 

Ms. Alice N. Bravo, P.E. 
Florida Department of Transportation 
1000 Northwest 111 th Avenue 
Miami, FL 33172-5800 

·,--· -;· -~~:~ ·:-;.:, .-.. ?-~~;.> ~ 
~ s:.-,2ti' OI L JIIi.I._.Jy 

1 APH 2. 8 2.005 
.\ v:,- OF TRANSPORT~TION 

J•-· ! . r~IAMl , FLORIO~ 

Subject: Krome Avenue "South", from SW 2961
h Street/Aqocado Drive to SW 1361

h 

Street/Howard Drive, Miami-Dade County, S19,30,31/T55S/R39E, 
S6,7, 18, 19,30,31/T56S/R39E, S6/T57S/R39E 

Dear Ms. Bravo: 

The District offers the following in response to your request for a determination of wetland 
boundaries and other surface waters located within the subject property. A review of the 
submitted information and District records was conducted and a site visit was conducted on 
March 8, 2005. Based on this information, this 1 00+-acre site does not contain wetlands as 
defined by Chapter 62-340 Florida Administrative Code (FAC). Three areas defined as "other 
surface waters (OSW)" were encountered along the corridor. From the northern project limits the 
first OSW area encountered is the C-1 02 Canal (Attachment C-3) which is a District-maintained 
canal. The next OSW encountered is a borrow pit, also located on Attachment C-3. The third 
OSW encountered is the C-1 03 Canal which is also a District-maintained canal and is identified 
on Attachments C-6 and C-7. 

This correspondence is an informal pre-application wetland determination pursuant to Chapter 
373, Florida Statutes. It does not bind the District, its agents or employees, nor does it convey 
any legal rights, expressed or implied. Persons obtaining this informal pre-application wetland 
determination are not entitled to rely upon it for purposes of compliance with provision of law or 
District rules. A binding wetland determination may be obtained by petitioning the South Florida 
Water Management District for a wetland declaratory statement pursuant to FAC Rule 62-340 or 
by applying for an Environmental Resource permit. 

Please be advised that although this site may not contain lands jurisdictional under State rules 
(Rule 62-340, FAC), there may be wetlands and/or other waters of the United States present 
under federal rules. Dredging or filling in such areas may require a Department of Army (DA) 
permit. Receipt of a state or local government permit does not obviate the need to obtain a DA 
permit prior to commencing work. For more information about the DA Regulatory Program, you 
may access the Corps' website at: http://www.saj.usace.army.mil/permit/index.html. You may 
also contact the local Corps regulatory office for additional information, at 561-4 72-3504. 

A file has been set up at the West Palm Beach office with pre-application materials. If you have 
any further questions, please contact me at (561) 682-6956. 

Sincerely, 

Ronald M. Peekstok 
Lead Environmental Analyst 

GOVERNING BOARD EXECUTIVE OFFICE 

,, .. 

Nicolas J. Gutierrez, Jr., Esq., Chair 
Pamela Brooks-Thomas, Vice-Chair 
Irela M. Bague 

Michael Collins Kevin McCarty 
Harkley R. Thornton 
Trudi K. Williams, P.E. 

Henry Dean, Executive Director 
Hugh M. English 
Lennart E. Lindahl, P.E. 



Natural Resources Management Division 

Attachment 

Cc: USACOE- Miami Office: (with aerial) 
Miami-Dade DERM (with aerial} 
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KROME AVENUE SOUTH PD&E 
 
 

CAC MISSION STATEMENT 
 

The Citizen’s Advisory Committee of the Krome Avenue South PD&E study is a stakeholder group 
reflecting the range of communities, organizations, groups and individuals who will be affected by 
decisions regarding possible improvements to Krome Avenue between SW 296th Street and SW 
136th Street. 
 
The purpose of the CAC is to ensure that the range of stakeholder views regarding possible 
improvements to South Krome Avenue is clearly understood and fully considered by the project 
team.   The CAC will not make recommendations. 
 
 
 

MISSION STATEMENT UNDERSTANDINGS 
 
 
In order to accomplish its mission, the Committee will have to: 
 
• Develop a common basic understanding of the data and methodologies used by the project 

team; 
 

• Seek a common understanding of the need for improvements, including current conditions and 
likely future conditions in the area; 
 

• Develop a common understanding of other on-going transportation related activities that affect 
Krome Avenue, including the current status of the Krome Avenue Action plan; 
 

• Clearly articulate for the project team the issues they believe need to be addressed; 
 

• Provide input reflecting the range of stakeholder views at each stage of the PD&E process; 
 
• Clearly articulate for the project team and for each other how the various interests they represent 

would be affected by the options under consideration; 
 

• Identify points of agreement regarding input to the team and improvements that would address 
the issues identified by the Committee; 
 

• Where agreement does not exist, clearly articulate the various points of view, including the 
reasons for any remaining disagreement. 
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KROME AVENUE SOUTH PD&E 

CAC GUIDELINES 
 
 

Members Bring their Own Perspectives and their Organization’s Concerns to the Table 
 
There is an expectation that members bring their own independent experience and judgment as well as 
the concerns of the groups, organizations and public bodies they may represent to the Committee’s table.  
It is also understood that some members participate in other initiatives at the local and regional level and 
may advocate in those forums for specific solutions on issues related to the Krome South PD&E.  
 
Testing for Points of Agreement 
 
As part of its process, the Committee may seek to clarify where it agrees or disagrees on input or options.  
In order to do so, Committee members may be asked to individually rank input or alternatives using a 
version of the following scale. 
 

Wholehearted support.  It is what I (we) would do.  5 
Support.  I can support this, although it may not be what I (we) would do.  4 
Can live with it.  Would not oppose.  3 
Minor Reservations. Need additional 
discussion for clarification or improvement.  2 
Major reservations.  Could not support without modification.  1 

 

Open Public Process. 
 
The Committee will conduct its work as a public process consistent with applicable law, and open to 
observation by the public.  All meetings of the Committee will be noticed on the project website.  Although 
the public will not participate directly in the discussions of the CAC, the members of the public will have 
opportunity to submit comments for the Committee’s consideration.  
 

Communication with Other Committee Members, the Public and Media. 
 
To enhance the possibility of constructive discussions and dialogue, Committee members agree to be 
candid and respectful of the diversity of views held by members.  Members agree to focus on issues 
rather than personalities both at the table and away from the table.  In discussing the Committee’s 
deliberations with the media, members are asked to present only their own views and not characterize the 
views or statements of others.  
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 KROME AVENUE SOUTH PD&E 
 

CAC WORKPLAN PLAN 
 

D R A F T 
 
Please note:  This draft is intended to illustrate the nature and sequence of anticipated CAC 
discussions.  While it accurately conveys the overall direction of CAC discussions, it is expected 
to evolve as CAC discussions progress. 
 
 
Meeting 1:  Organizational  
 
6:00 Welcome and introductions 

Agenda review 
 
6:15 Overview of PD&E process 
 
6:30 Review approach to CAC process. 

 
6:45 Preliminary CAC identification of issues and relevant information 
 
 Next steps 
 
8:00 Adjourn 
 
 
Meeting 2:   Methodology and Data Review  
 
6:00 Welcome and introductions 

Agenda review 
Project update 

 
6:20 Review and discussion of methodology and data used to determine need – safety issues 
 
 Review and discussion of methodology and data used to determine need – capacity 

issues 
 

Review of on-going or potential transportation projects that  may affect Krome Avenue 
 
 Next steps 
 
8:00 Adjourn 
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Meeting 3:   Preliminary Discussion of Need 
 
6:00 Welcome and introductions 

Agenda review 
Project update 

 
6:20 Review of safety analysis 
 
 Review of traffic demand projections 

Review of data relevant to projected traffic demand 
Current traffic counts 
Permitted and planned development 
 

7:45 Break 
 
8:00 Discussion of initial conclusions of need – points of agreement and disagreement 
 
 What else should the team consider in making determinations of need? 

Identification by CAC of additional information or analysis that would contribute to 
their understanding of current and projected conditions. 

 
 Next steps 
 
9:00 Adjourn 
 
 
Meeting 4:  Option Identification and Initial Discussion 
 
6:00 Welcome and introductions 

Agenda review 
Project update 

 
6:20 Initial discussion of criteria for alternatives evaluation 
 
7:20 Identification of options 

Presentation of possible typical sections and conceptual plans by team.  
Safety aspects. 
Capacity aspects 
Identification of additional options by CAC members. 

 
Initial discussions of additional options – in full group 

Pros and cons 
Key questions 

 
 Next steps 
 
9:00 Adjourn 
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Between Meetings 
 

Development of alternatives by team. 
 
 
Meeting 5:  Initial Alternatives Discussion and Evaluation 
 
6:00 Welcome and introductions 

Agenda review 
Project update 

 
6:20 Presentation of refined alternatives by team, based on input from Meeting 4. 
 

CAC discussion and possible evaluation of alternatives using 5-point scale 
 
Next steps 

 
9:00 Adjourn 
 
 
Alternatives Workshop 
 

Initial public presentation and discussion of alternatives 
 
 
Meeting 6:  Further Alternatives evaluation 
 
6:00 Welcome and introductions 

Agenda review 
Project update 

 
6:20 CAC/team discussion of criteria for alternatives selection 
 
 Discussion of methodology and data for analysis of secondary and cumulative impacts 
 
8:00 Adjourn 
 
 
Meeting 7 & 8:   Further Alternative Evaluation  
 
In-depth CAC and team discussion of remaining alternatives or preferred alternative. 
 
 
Meeting 9 – Initial discussion of CAC report 
 
CAC discussion and evaluation of draft CAC report.  
 
 
Meeting 10 – Final discussion of CAC report 
 
CAC adoption of draft CAC report.  
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KROME AVENUE SOUTH PD&E 
 

CAC MEMBERSHIP 
 
 
The Citizen’s Advisory Committee has been appointed to reflect, at a minimum, the following 
groups and interests.  It should be noted that many members may represent more than one group 
or interest, including interests not specifically identified below. 
• Residents of the area 
• Large scale agricultural operations 
• Small scale agricultural operations 
• Operations ancillary to agriculture 
• Businesses along Krome Avenue and in the surrounding and adjacent communities 
• Environmental concerns 
 
CAC Members 
 
The following individuals have been appointed to the Krome South PD&E Study Citizen’s 
Advisory Committee by the Florida Department of Transportation.  Note that this is a preliminary 
list – other individuals may be added. 
 
Richard Alger    Farming Industry 
 
Katie Edwards    Dade County Farm Bureau 
 
Mary Finlan    Greater Homestead and Florida City Chamber of Commerce 
 
Pamela Gray or designee  Redlands Edge 
 
Cynthia Guerra or designee  Tropical Audubon 
 
Mike Hatcher    Citizens’ Transportation Advisory Council 
 
Brian Kimball    Ed Kimball and Sons Transportation Services, Inc. 
 
Medora Krome-Alleman   Concerned Citizens and Nurseries Association 
 
Bill Losner    Citizen Activist 
 
Paul Mulherne    Grove Inn & Guesthouse 
 
Alice Pena    United Property Owners 
 
Mike Richardson   Vision Council 
 
David Robbins    Americana Village 
 
Sidney Robinson   Redland Citizens Association 
 
Dewey Steel    Tropical Fruit Growers Association 
 
Miguel Uzquiano   Florida Nurserymen and Growers Association 
 
John Wade    Citizen Activist 



SR 997 / Krome Avenue South / SW 177th Avenue PD&E Study 

Citizens Advisory Committee  

 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CAC MEETING 1 
Organizational 

December, 9 2004 
 



KROME AVENUE SOUTH 
 
 

SR 997/SW 177th Avenue/Krome Avenue 
From SW 296th Street to SW 136th Street 

Project Development & Environment Study 
 
 

Florida Department of Transportation 
Financial Project ID: 249614-4-22-01 

 
 

Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting #1 
December 9, 2004 

 
 

AGENDA 
 
 
 

1. Welcome and Introductions / Agenda Review. 

2. Project Overview 

a. Power Point Presentation 

3. Project Schedule 

4. Review approach to the CAC process 

5. Preliminary CAC identification of issues and relevant information 

6. Next steps 

7.  Adjourn 

 

 

 







 
 
                              
                           KROME AVENUE SOUTH PD&E STUDY MEETING MINUTES 

 
  

1
THE URS TEAM 

SUBJECT 
CAC Introductory Meeting 
 
DATE & TIME 
December 9th, 2004 
6:00 PM – 8:00 PM 
 
LOCATION 
Miami-Dade County  
John D. Campbell Agricultural Center 
18710 S.W. 288th Street 
Miami, Florida  
 
ATTENDEES  
CAC Members:  
Richard Alger, Farming Industry 
Katie Edwards, Dade County Farm Bureau 
Mary Finlan, Greater Homestead/Florida City Chamber of Commerce 
Pamela Gray, Redlands Edge 
Cynthia Guerra, Tropical Audubon Society 
Medora Krome, Concerned Citizens and Nurseries Association 
Bill Losner, Citizen Activist 
Paul Mulhern, Grove Inn and Guesthouse 
Alice Pena, The United Property Owners of the 8.5 Square Mile Area 
Mike Richardson, Vision Council 
David Robbins, Americana Village 
Dewey Steele, Tropical Fruit Growers of South Florida 
John Wade, Citizen Activist 
Pat Wade, Redlands Citizens Association 
 
Public Attendance: 
Julio Brea, City of Homestead 
Sean McCracking 
Sidney Robinson, Redlands Citizens Association 
Barney Rutzke, Jr. 
Barney Rutzke, Sr. 
 
Project Team: 
Julio Boucle, URS 
Mike Ciscar, TCG 
Vilma Croft, FDOT-D6 
Rafael A. Montalvo, Florida Conflict Resolution 
Barbie Rodriguez, TCG 
Ana Sandoval, URS 
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MEETING SUMMARY 
The purpose of this meeting was to introduce the process and purpose of the CAC to the committee. 
The following is a summary of the meeting: 

 
• The project team explained the project, the purpose and process of the CAC for this PD&E 

Study; 
• Mr. Ciscar introduced the project to the CAC members; 
• Mr. Julio Brea requested a copy of the CAC Binder; 
• Mr. Montalvo discussed the guidelines of the CAC process; 
• Mr. Losner asked if the State Legislature could shorten the time of the study if necessary; 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that the time of the study could not be shortened.  Only the gaps between 

the different phases of the study can be shortened. 
• Mr. Losner asked if the PD&E study was related to the appeal of the Comprehensive Plan 

Amendment involving the Department of Community Affairs. 
• Mr. Montalvo explained that there is no formal connection between the PD&E study and the 

appeal. 
• John Wade mentioned that he expects that this process is based on actual data collected and not 

so much on ‘feelings’.  He would like to see the criteria and guidelines that apply to this study to 
make sure that all data collection is done in accordance with the established procedures. 

• Ms. Wade asked if the raw data would be available to them. 
• Mr. Boucle explained that the raw data would be available. 
• Mr. Wade questioned why this PD&E Study stops at SW 296th Street and not at the Homestead 

limit; 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that FDOT does not set the limits of the projects based on City boundaries.  

A logical limit is selected instead. 
• Mr. Richardson explained that he had a similar question but regarding the transition between the 

two studies (North and South Krome PD&E Studies).  He wants to make sure both studies are in 
consensus;  

• Mr. Losner also mentioned that he hopes the necessary data is available when we discuss the 
above mentioned.  Also, he mentioned that he expects that the study considers traffic projections 
going as far as year 2025; 

• Pat Wade asked how their recommendations could be adopted if they would not be voting? 
• Mr. Montalvo explained that the committee would not be making recommendations.  The 

documentation would only try to reflect as accurately as possible what was expressed by the 
members; 

• Mr. Mulhern stated that he would like to see a list of design guidelines and exceptions to the 
guidelines; 

• Mr. Losner suggested that all members review the necessary documents prior to the meetings so 
that all issues and concerns can be addressed more effectively; 
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• Mr. Brea stated that the City of Homestead should have a representative in the CAC. 
• Mr. Montalvo explained that the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) decided that 

separate meetings would be held with the agencies. 
• Julio Brea disagreed.  He stated that everybody in the committee represents a large group and so 

does the City; 
• Ms. Gray stated that the City of Homestead already has representatives in the committee; 
• Mr. Montalvo asked the committee members to identify the issues they believed should be 

addressed in the study.  Members were asked to write each issue on a post-it.  The post-it notes 
were then collected and grouped in different categories as follows: 

 
 Effect on Community Character 

 
− Zoning – commercial/agriculture on roadway 
− Wider road will precipitate moving of the urban development boundary. 
− Preserving the rural character of adjacent community. 
− Wider roads = increased development pressure. 
− How will increased lanes and traffic impact the farming community? 
− Roads are incompatible with farming practices. 
− Protection of the area from development -- i.e. protecting the last agricultural area in 

Dade County – and 20,000 jobs.  “If you build it they will come.” 
− Restrict commercial development.  
− Not doing anything to encourage urban sprawl. 
− Wider or limited access roads = divide communities 

 
 Environmental Impacts 

 
− Consider the role of the area as an Everglades buffer – impact of wider road on this. 
− Minimize environmental impacts of road (stormwater runoff, contamination, noise, 

wildlife impacts, etc.) 
− Avoiding, minimizing if unavoidable, and mitigating any environmental impacts. 

 
 Design 

 
− Frontage roads. 
− Can we plan to limit crossings to only intersections with traffic lights? 
− Can we recommend where to put additional traffic lights? 
− How do we deal with left hand turning?  New Jersey has a system where traffic turns 

right so it is positioned to go when the light changes. 
− Can we discuss the lighting situation on Krome Avenue? 
− Limited access. 
− Tractor lanes. 
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 Safety 

 
− Wider roads = faster speeds = more fatalities and crashes. 
− Is a four lane road safer than a two lane road? 
− I have an issue with the policy that suggests four lanes are safer – many national 

studies suggest two lanes with landscaping are safer for cars and pedestrians. 
− Enforcement. 
− Lack of law enforcement (speeding). 
− Speed. 
− Minimum speed restriction. 
− Safety (5 post-its were submitted with this). 
− Krome Avenue safety issues. 
− Traffic calming devices. 
− Cars passing. 

 
 Regional and Adjacent-Area Issues 

 
− South area of the study – can it be expanded from SW 296 through Homestead where 

the bulk of traffic is, between SW 304 St. and SW 328 St.? 
− Homestead truck bypass. 
− Outcome of this project will have an effect on future projects north of here.  Krome 

Avenue north of SW 8th St. to US 27 is most in need of expansion. 
− Consistency between segments – between the study area and the road to the north and 

south of the study area. 
− Transitions between the study area and the road to the north and south of the study 

area. 
− Implications of the fact that the road is on the Florida Intrastate Highway System 

(FIHS). 
− What was the outcome of the Florida City/Homestead PD&E? 
− Highway capacity in south Miami – Dade County to accommodate population growth 

– look at Turnpike, US 1 and Krome Avenue. 
− Alternative route to Krome Avenue - 167th Avenue, 162nd Avenue, 157th Avenue, 

152nd Avenue, 147th Avenue, 142nd Avenue. 
 

 Capacity 
 

− Mix of vehicles that use the road. 
− Identifying potential solutions in order to address concerns related to safety without 

expanding highway capacity. 
− Project timeline is unrealistic – the growth is already here. 
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− Most of Krome is not in hurricane evacuation zone.  This is a weak argument for 
widening. 

− Can we adequately anticipate how much road is needed ten years hence? 
− Access as an evacuation route. 
− Capacity/volume. 
− Truck access. 
− Volume of traffic. 
− If the one-unit-per-five acre zoning is enforced, why is a four-lane road necessary? 

 
 Process 

 
− This plan is Phase Two after the Krome Action Plan.  The Krome Action Plan was 

finished, then changed after it was finished, and therefore is not a community 
consensus. 

− Speak only with facts. 
− Inability to reach consensus on issues. 

 
 Business Concerns 

 
− Impact of construction. 
− Wider roads equal faster speeds equal less local business traffic. 
− Eminent domain and its costs (dollars, land, etc.) -- relevant to all, not just businesses. 
− Has a survey been done of businesses located on the corridor to find out what their 

concerns are? 
 

 Overarching Comments 
 

− We won’t live forever.  Consider future impacts of the decisions we make here. 
− Find the right balance. 

 
• Mr. Montalvo proposed different dates and times for future meetings.  All members of the 

committee agreed that weekdays at 6:00 PM are more convenient. 
 
• The meeting was adjourned at 8:00PM.  
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CAC MEETING 2 
Methodology and Data Review 

February 1, 2005 
 



KROME AVENUE SOUTH 
 
 

SR 997/SW 177th Avenue/Krome Avenue 
From SW 296th Street to SW 136th Street 

Project Development & Environment Study 
 
 

Florida Department of Transportation 
Financial Project ID: 249614-4-22-01 

 
 

Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting #2 
February 1, 2005 

 
 

AGENDA 
 
 
 

1. Welcome and Introductions / Agenda Review. 

2. Project Update 

3. Review and discussion of methodology and data used to determine need 

– safety issues 

4. Review and discussion of methodology and data used to determine need 

– capacity issues 

5. Review of on-going or potential transportation projects that may affect 

Krome Avenue 

6. Next steps 

7.  Adjourn 
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SUBJECT 
2nd CAC Meeting 
 
DATE & TIME 
February 1st, 2005 
6:15 PM – 8:15 PM 
 
LOCATION 
Miami-Dade County   
John D. Campbell Agricultural Center 
18710 S.W. 288th Street 
Miami, Florida  
 
ATTENDEES 
CAC Members: 
Richard Alger, Farming Industry 
Katie Edwards, Dade County Farm Bureau 
Mary Finlan, Greater Homestead/Florida City Chamber of Commerce 
Pamela Gray, Redlands Edge 
Cynthia Guerra, Tropical Audubon Society 
Mike Hatcher, CTAC  
Brian Kimball, Florida City State Farmers 
Medora Krome, Concerned Citizens and Nurseries Association 
Bill Losner, Citizen Activist 
Paul Mulhern, Grove Inn and Guesthouse 
Alice Peña, The United Property Owners of the 8.5 Square Mile Area 
Mike Richardson, Vision Council 
Dewey Steele, Tropical Fruit Growers of South Florida 
John Wade, Citizen Activist 
Pat Wade, Redlands Citizens Association 
 
Public Attendance: 
Charlie McGarey, Redland Citizens Association 
Sidney Robinson, Redlands Citizens Association 
 
Project Team: 
Monica Diez, FDOT 
Phil Steinmiller, FDOT 
Susanne Travis, FDOT 
Rafael Montalvo, FCRC 
Richard Garcia, RGA 
Julio Boucle, URS 
Domingo Noriega, URS 
Ana Sandoval, URS 
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Raj Shanmugam, URS 
Mike Ciscar, TCG 
Ryan Solis-Rios, TCG 
Barbie Rodriguez, TCG 
 
 
MEETING SUMMARY 
The following is a summary of the meeting: 

 
• Mr. Montalvo initiated the meeting by giving a brief description of the items listed in the agenda.  

He presented a summary of the previous meeting and reiterated the fact that the CAC will not be 
making recommendations. 

• Mr. Losner stated that he would like to know if the PD&E study is in accordance with the 
Comprehensive Plan Settlement Agreement, and how the legal challenge affect the PD&E Study 
and vice versa. 

• Ms. Guerra suggested that some history of the project be provided to the CAC members (how it 
was originated, etc.). 

• Mr. Boucle and Ms. Diez agreed to provide the project history information by the next meeting. 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that the PD&E project is a four-year process and that we are about one and 

one half year into the process.  He reported that the project completion date is scheduled for July 
2007 and announced that traffic modeling and safety issues would be the topics presented during 
the meeting. 

• Mr. Shanmugam presented the traffic preliminary data and distributed handouts summarizing 
crash statistics.  He stated that one critical issue is the fact that the number of injuries is greater 
than the number of crashes when typically it is the opposite.  Another critical issue is that the 
average number of fatalities in Krome Avenue is greater than the statewide average. 

• Mr. Wade stated that we shouldn’t be looking at the numbers for the entire length of Krome 
Avenue because traffic volumes are much higher in the northern segment (north of SW 136 
Street). 

• Mr. Wade stated that he was confused and requested clarification as to what segment the numbers 
belong to. 

• It was suggested that the number of lanes should be consistent throughout the entire corridor 
(both north and south segments) to avoid a funnel condition when going from one segment to the 
other. 

• Ms. Krome asked if the 2.8 average number of fatalities per year presented was for both study 
segments. 

• Mr. Shanmugam responded that the 2.8 were the average number of fatalities for the years 1999 
thru 2003 for the south segment only. 

• Ms. Guerra asked if the statewide average was considering roads with similar rural/suburban 
characteristics.   
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• Mr. Shanmugan responded that the comparison was between roads of similar rural/suburban 
characteristics, same number of lanes, etc. 

• Ms. Wade requested that a safety comparison be done in terms of number and severity of 
fatalities, other injuries, etc. 

• An analysis of contributing factors of the crashes in Krome Avenue should be done including 
time of the day. 

• Mr. Hatcher requested clarification on the definition of injuries.  He would like to know if the 
definition used was per the fire rescue or the police department. 

• Mr. Mulhern asked if there is a correlation between police enforcement and the drop in crashes.  
• Ms. Wade asked if because the crash analysis is considering the latest five years available, then 

the information from 1999 would be discarded once the information from year 2005 becomes 
available. It was clarified that yearly crash updates will be added without deleting the prior years. 

• Mr. Mulhern asked if it is possible to obtain patrolling information from law enforcement. 
• Mr. Shanmugam stated that most probably the information was not available but it would be 

researched. The Department will follow up with the Florida Highway Patrol on this question. 
• Mr. Richardson questioned the validity of the projections.  He stated that what happened in the 

past might not necessarily be what will happen in the future. 
• Mr. Losner asked if there is a correlation between traffic volumes and accident rates. 
• Mr. Losner added that the key would be to look at traffic and future growth projections, and not 

so much at past statistics. 
• Mr. Wade requested that the number of fatal crashes be used in the study along with the number 

of fatalities, and number of injuries. 
• Ms. Wade stated that she would like to see if the recent intersection improvements have made a 

difference safety wise.  She suggested that crash data should be incorporated in the study as it 
becomes available.  She further proposed that a separate analysis be done to evaluate the before 
and after conditions at the improved intersections. 

• Mr. Boucle explained that crash information updates would be done on a yearly basis.  Therefore, 
new crash information should reflect if the recently completed intersection improvements had an 
effect on the safety of Krome Avenue. 

• Ms. Finlan stated that we shouldn’t be exploring the human factors, nor the causes of the fatalities 
because human life is important enough. 

• Mr. Losner commented that nothing is going to stop people from speeding.  Therefore safety will 
continue to be an issue on Krome Avenue until major improvements are implemented. 

• Mr. Dewey asked if the number of speeding tickets issued by the FHP on a yearly basis is know. 
• Mr. Hatcher asked if there is any reference indicating if the crashes resulted from impaired 

drivers. It was clarified that this information is part of the crash report. 
• Ms. Krome asked how often traffic counts are done. 
• Mr. Shanmugam explained that traffic counts are done in an annual basis, via permanent count 

stations. 



 
 
                              
                           KROME AVENUE SOUTH PD&E STUDY MEETING MINUTES 

 
  

4
THE URS TEAM 

• Ms. Diez explained that the Action Plan developed in the late 90’s presented some traffic 
projections that by year 2001 had already been exceeded. 

• Ms. Wade stated that she recalled the numbers were higher for the northern segment.  She 
suggested that no generalizations be made for the entire length of Krome Avenue and that the 
study should focus on the south segment only.  

• Mr. Steele stated that he would like to see the State and County policies on law enforcement 
(patrol enforcement) and practice. 

• Mr. Wade asked if Krome was the only road that exceeded the projected volumes in the Action 
Plan.  He suggested that maybe many roads exceeded the projections, in which case, why single 
out Krome Avenue? 

• Mr. Losner questioned why the north project limit is SW 136th Street instead of SW 184th Street, 
which is a four-leg intersection. 

• Mr. Ciscar explained that the limit was set at SW 136th Street because of land use purposes and to 
allow for a transition zone in case the number of lanes is different between the two segments. 

• Mr. Richardson requested that safety standards be defined.  He would like to know what is the 
minimum acceptable standard.  He asked if the goal is zero fatalities or the state average.  How 
much safety is enough? 

• Mr. Noriega presented a description of the Travel Demand Model and explained that the Florida 
Standard Urban Transportation Structure Model has been used since 1980. 

• Ms. Wade asked if the 2030 volumes presented in the model were considering the building 
limitations of the area. 

• Mr. Steinmiller responded that the numbers were based on the land development plan from the 
Comprehensive Plan, therefore, the building limitations were being considered. 

• Mr. Richardson asked if the growth in Florida City and Homestead were taken into consideration. 
• Mr. Noriega explained that although we were looking at a 1.5-mile radius, the model incorporates 

information from all municipalities. 
• Mr. Richardson asked where would traffic go if the four lanes were not built. 
• Mr. Alger added that by improving Krome Avenue we would be taking traffic from other roads. 
• Mr. Hatcher stated that he would like to see the process of how the numbers are obtained, 

including population projections in the area. 
• Information on the growth rate in the area was requested, as well as the statistics used by the 

MPO. 
• Mr. Wade asked if the Z-data could be analyzed for the south segment separately. 
• Mr. Noriega responded that it is possible. 
• It was suggested that we obtain an employment survey indicating the users of Krome Avenue or 

Turnpike.  In addition, an explanation of the model’s allocation of trips from the Homestead area 
was requested. 

• Ms. Guerra asked if the model could be updated in case the urban boundaries are moved.   
• Ms. Wade asked if the model takes into consideration the additional lane that will be built in the 

Turnpike. 
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• Mr. Noriega responded that the model is considering the future additional lane in the Turnpike. 
• The next CAC meeting was tentatively scheduled for March 1st, 2005.     
• The meeting was adjourned at 8:15PM. 
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CAC MEETING 3 
Safety Analysis 

March 8, 2005 
 



KROME AVENUE SOUTH 
 
 

SR 997/SW 177th Avenue/Krome Avenue 
From SW 296th Street to SW 136th Street 

Project Development & Environment Study 
 
 

Florida Department of Transportation 
Financial Project ID: 249614-4-22-01 

 
 

Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting #3 
March 8, 2005 

 
 

AGENDA 
 
 
 

1. Welcome and Introductions / Agenda Review. 

2. Project Update 

3. Review history of Krome Avenue improvement issues through current 

status of challenge to comprehensive plan amendment 

4. Second review of safety analysis and response to CAC questions 

 

• Safety comparison between Krome and other similar roads 

• Factors contributing to Krome Avenue accidents 

• Analysis of any safety benefits resulting from implementation of 

Krome Action Plan 

• Safety targets – how much safety is enough? 



 

5. Second review of traffic demand analysis 

• Levels of service analysis 

• Z data by segment -- north and south 

• Data and methodology of population projections in the area 

• Future traffic demand and the no-build scenario? 

• Model allocation of Homestead area trips. 

 

6. Other issues 

• Law enforcement policy and practice 

• Permitted and planned development 

• Discussion of initial conclusions of need – points of agreements 

and disagreements 

7. Next steps 

8.  Adjourn 
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SUBJECT 
Krome Avenue South PD&E Study - 3rd CAC Meeting 
 
DATE & TIME 
March 8, 2005 
6:10 PM – 8:10 PM 
  
LOCATION 
Miami-Dade County - John D. Campbell Agricultural Center 
18710 S.W. 288th Street 
Miami, Florida   
 
ATTENDEES 
CAC Members: 
Sally Stribling, Dade County Farm Bureau (Rep. for Katie Edwards) 
Pamela Gray, Redlands Edge 
Cynthia Guerra, Tropical Audubon Society 
Mike Hatcher, CTAC  
Brian Kimball, Florida City State Farmers 
Medora Krome, Concerned Citizens and Nurseries Association 
Bill Losner, Citizen Activist 
Paul Mulhern, Grove Inn and Guesthouse 
Alice Peña, The United Property Owners of the 8.5 Square Mile Area 
David Robbins, Americana Village 
Dewey Steele, Tropical Fruit Growers of South Florida 
Miguel Uzquiano, FNGA 
John Wade, Citizen Activist 
Pat Wade, Redlands Citizens Association 
 
Public Attendance: 
Charlie McGarey, Redland Citizens Association 
Sidney Robinson, Redland Citizens Association 
Becky Spillers 
Don Barichak 
Cathy Maneri 
 
Project Team: 
Vilma Croft, FDOT 
Phil Steinmiller, FDOT 
Rene De Huebles, FDOT 
Elizabeth Perez, FDOT 
Mark Woerner, MDCPZD 
Chuck McGary, MDCPZD 
Rafael Montalvo, FCRC 
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Project Team (cont.): 
Richard Garcia, RGA 
Julio Boucle, URS 
Domingo Noriega, URS 
Raj Shanmugam, URS 
Mike Ciscar, TCG 
Barbie Rodriguez, TCG 
 
MEETING SUMMARY 
The following is a summary of the meeting: 

 
• Mr. Montalvo initiated the meeting by giving a brief description of the items listed in the agenda.  He 

presented a summary of the previous meeting and reiterated the fact that the CAC will not be making 
recommendations.  The objective is to explore all issues related to the Project, review previous effort 
performed and update questions asked in the previous meeting. 

• Mr. Boucle gave a brief description of the project schedule, the upcoming CAC meetings and Public 
Workshop; several schedule activities have been adjusted to allow for more CAC meetings prior to the 
Public Workshop.  

• Mr. Losner inquired about the Public Workshop, its objectives, format, etc. Mr. Boucle explained that the 
Public Workshop allows the public at large to participate in the project process, receive input and 
comments, etc. 

• Mr. Ciscar went over the history of Krome Avenue, and the different studies the FDOT has completed in 
the last few years. 

• Ms. Medora Krome clarified that Krome Avenue was built before 1963 and Mr. Losner detailed that it was 
already built although the paving of Krome Avenue was done at a later date. 

• Mr. Shanmugam presented the traffic and crash related issues pending from the previous CAC meeting. 
• Mr. Wade asked; what is the statewide safety average for an identical type of road? 
• Mr. Shanmugam said it would be difficult to have information for an identical type of road since all 

roadways are different in their characteristics. 
• Ms. Stribling indicated that it would be preferable to have the percentage comparison when it comes to the 

injuries on Krome Avenue. 
• Ms. Stribling, Mrs. Wade and Ms. Gray inquired about the interpretation of statistical significance. 
• Mr. Montalvo clarified the definition of statistical significance. 
• Mr. Hatcher asked if the road comparison is rural or suburban, or urban-rural? 
• Ms. Krome and Ms. Stibling both agree on the rural characteristics of Krome Avenue. 
• Ms. Krome asked; what is the proper definition to rural as appose to urban-rural? 
• After the explanation of the typical section characteristics; it was agreed that Krome Avenue is a rural 

road. 
• Mrs. Wade asked about the last CAC meeting discussion in reference to injuries; Mr. Shanmugam 

responded to the question based on the data requested on the previous CAC meeting.  
• Mr. Shanmugam compared Krome Avenue to US-41 as a good comparison; has fewer crashes, injuries, 

and fatalities compared to the Krome Avenue road. 
• Mr. Wade asked which section of US-41 is being compared; because he drives both sections of Krome 

Avenue and US-41, and US-41 has less traffic than Krome Avenue. 
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• Mr. Mulhern commented that US-41 does not have intersections; which makes the road safer to travel. 
• Mr. Kimball asked; how Krome Avenue is compared to the statewide safety average?   
• Both Mrs. Wade and Mr. Kimball would like to know the statewide safety average for a 2-lane rural road. 
• Mr. Hatcher commented that he thought we were clear as to looking at other rural roads for comparison 

purposes. 
• Mr. Shanmugam responded that it would be difficult to have information for an identical type of road 

since all roadways are different in their characteristics, but definitely the comparison would be made for 
rural roads. 

• Mr. Shanmugam explained the system FDOT uses to do safety average comparisons. 
• Mr. Losner commented that he believes the FDOT would have a formula for these comparisons. It was 

clarified that the FDOT has a procedure in place for this comparison and the guidelines will be followed. 
• Ms. Stribling asked if Krome Avenue has been rated by the state already.   
• Mr. Shanmugam responded that Krome has been rated, and the information will be provided at the next 

CAC meeting. 
• Mr. Robbins stated: going back in the history of Krome the reason for the widening came from the high 

crash rate on the corridor.  
• Mr. Hatcher asked about the Krome North and South CAC characteristics. 
• Mr. Montalvo and Ms. Croft explained the difference, of the CAC composition, and the important issues 

for the Krome North CAC group. 
• Ms. Wade asked if we could provide the fatality rate along Krome Avenue. 
• Mr. Shanmugam responded that the information would be provided at the next CAC meeting. 
• Mr. Wade commented that the data stops on 2003.  Most of the significant improvements that have been 

done were completed after 2003 it would be very nice to have the 2004 comparison to 2003; this request is 
to compare the differences between 2003 and 2004 due to the improvements made on the corridor. 

• Mr. Wade commented the only concern he has is that if the data comes in late in the study it would not be 
properly filtered in; the sooner the data is included the better to compare the results. 

• Mr. Montalvo asked when the data would be available. 
• Mr. Garcia responded that the data should be available sometime between August 2005 and the beginning 

of next year.  
• Mrs. Wade would like to know what type of crash have lead to the fatalities.  
• Mrs. Wade mentioned that with intersection improvements on Krome Avenue the rear-end accidents 

should be reduced.  
• Mr. Mulhern mentioned that he had would like to know about the amount/frequency of law enforcement 

on Krome Avenue. 
• Mr. Shanmugam explained the process to get the details of the law enforcement efforts along Krome 

Avenue.   
• Mr. Boucle advised that he and Ms. Diez have been trying to set up meetings with FHP to check on the 

law enforcement issues and frequency.  They will bring their responses once they have met with FHP. 
• Mr. Hatcher mentioned that he strongly urges us to get the law enforcement information from command 

level. 
• Mr. Steele mentioned that we all know that there is not much law enforcement in the area, and we also 

know most of the accidents are caused by bad drivers.   
• Ms. Stribling mentioned that as a member of this committee, she will welcome the information of law 
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enforcement. 
• Mr. Garcia added that law enforcement would increase safety. 
• Mr. Losner mentioned that he heard that the speed limits on Krome Avenue might be reduced.  
• Mr. Noriega began the Traffic Demand Modeling presentation. 
• Mr. Wade questioned about the Z DATA 1: you are projecting a revised number from 82 to 472 on hotels, 

which looks too high. 
• Mr. Steinmiller explains that the current model validation accuracy is the “Best he has seen in 20yrs”. 
• Mr. Wade asked what other state road in Miami-Dade County is projected not to be LOS D.   
• Ms. Krome asked if we can get information on the type of traffic that uses Krome Avenue – what type of 

commercial vehicles use Krome Avenue. 
• Ms. Krome asked, if we can give the type of vehicles traveling on Krome Avenue, and Mr. Noriega 

responded that classification counts are available as part of the project data. 
• Mr. Montalvo mentioned about the next meetings to be scheduled; maybe more meetings need to be 

scheduled (one for safety and one for traffic) or longer meetings.  He mentioned about meeting on a 
Saturday although the committee did not agree.  They agreed on 3-hour meetings if necessary.   

• Ms. Stribling mentioned to begin the meeting at 5:00pm instead of 6:00pm. 
 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 8:10PM  
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CAC MEETING 4 
Population and Traffic Demand Projections 

May 2, 2005 
 



KROME AVENUE SOUTH 
 
 

SR 997/SW 177th Avenue/Krome Avenue 
From SW 296th Street to SW 136th Street 

Project Development & Environment Study 
 
 

Florida Department of Transportation 
Financial Project ID: 249614-4-22-01 

 
 

Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting #4 
May 2, 2005 

 
 

AGENDA 
 
 
Objectives 

• Review data used for population and traffic demand projections 
• Review methodology used for population and traffic demand projections 
• Preliminarily articulate conclusions to be drawn from presentations 
• Identify remaining questions regarding populations and traffic demand 

projections 
 
1. Welcome and Introductions / Agenda Review. 

2. Walk-through of population projections for Southwest Dade County 

Source of the data 
Methodology for projecting future population 
Land use/zoning/development trends/assumptions 
Projected population 

Questions and answers for clarification 
 

Traffic demand projections 
Recap of methodology 
Recap of demand projections 

Questions and answers for clarification 



Level-of-Service 
Definitions of levels-of-service 
Current LOS designations, Krome and other area roads 
Projected levels of service 
 
Questions and answers for clarification 

3. Other issues 

Discussion 
Identification and recording of preliminary CAC reactions/conclusions 
Identification of remaining questions 

4. Next steps 

5.  Adjourn 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 

  









 
 
                              
                           KROME AVENUE SOUTH PD&E STUDY MEETING MINUTES 

 
  

1
THE URS TEAM 

SUBJECT 
Krome Avenue South PD&E Study – 4th CAC Meeting 
 
DATE & TIME     
May 2, 2005 
6:15 PM – 8:45 PM 
  
LOCATION 
Florida Department of Transportation 
District 6 - Auditorium 
1000 N.W. 111th Avenue 
Miami, Florida 33172 
 
ATTENDEES 
CAC Members: 
Katie Edwards, (Representing Mary Finlan) 
Cynthia Guerra, Tropical Audubon Society 
Mike Hatcher, CTAC  
Medora Krome, Concerned Citizens Farmers and Nurserymen  
Bill Losner, Citizen Activist 
Paul Mulhern, Grove Inn and Country Guest House  
Sally Stribling, Dade County Farm Bureau (Representing Katie Edwards) 
Miguel Uzquiano, FNGA 
John Wade, Citizen Activist 
Pat Wade, Redlands Citizens Association 
 
Public Attendance: 
Charlie McGarey, Redland Citizens Association 
 
Project Team: 
Monica Diez, FDOT-D6 
Phil Steinmiller, FDOT-D6 
Susanne Travis, FDOT-D6 
Catherine Owen, FDOT-D6 
Chuck Blowers, MDCPZD 
Rafael Montalvo, FCRC 
Richard Garcia, RGA 
Domingo Noriega, URS 
Ana Sandoval, URS 
Raj Shanmugam, URS 
Mike Ciscar, TCG 
Ryan Solis-Rios, TCG 
Barbie Rodriguez, TCG 
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MEETING SUMMARY 
The following is a summary of the meeting: 

 
• Mr. Montalvo initiated the meeting by giving a brief description of the items listed in the agenda.  He 

presented a summary of the previous meeting and reiterated the fact that the CAC will not be making 
recommendations.  The objective is to explore all issues related to the Project, review previous effort 
performed and address questions asked in the previous meeting. 

 
• Mr. Ciscar gave a brief description of the project schedule, the upcoming CAC meetings and Public 

Workshop which we are planning to have either in July or August of this year.  The Safety Analysis is 
almost complete; it will be presented at the next CAC meeting. The alternatives development is on-going.  

 
• Mr. Noriega gave the Travel Demand Modeling PowerPoint presentation.  
 
• Mrs. Wade asked about the radius, or width, of the study area. 
  
• Mr. Noriega responded that it is one mile wide and he further explained the modeling steps. 
 
• Mr. Blowers distributed handouts describing the County Population Projection Process (refer to handout).  

He gave a brief description as to where the projected figures come from.   
 
• Mrs. Wade would like to see a map showing the Traffic Analysis Zones (TAZ).  She asked if the list of 

TAZ’s presented in the handout were all for the Krome Avenue project. 
 
• Mr. Steinmiller explained that it was an example to show the type of information gathered for all TAZ’s. 
 
• Mr. Losner, referring to the map of statistical areas asked the following questions: 
 6.1: Do the projections include the urban expansion areas?  Yes at 1 unit per 5 acres.  
 6.2:  Numbers of people on each side of UBD for study area? 
             
• Mr. Uzquiano mentioned that in the last 3 to 4 years he has seen a lot of people move in to the South Dade 

Area.  He asked if the projections completed 5 or 10 years ago projected what is happening with the 
growth now.  

 
• Mr. McGarey asked if MSA # 7.6 is from County line to County line?; Yes 
      Does it include the 8 and 1/2 square mile area? Yes 
 
• Ms. Edwards asked what the reason for the increase in this population is. 
 
• Mr. Wade expressed his confusion with the reports produced by City of Miami.  He mentioned that they 

show 55,000 – 60,000 condominiums in the pipe line, assuming 3 people per household, where are these 
people shown on the maps given?  

                           
• Mr. Blowers replied that not all are accounted for; at least not until the condos are in place. 
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• Mr. Steinmiller mentioned that some are seasonal residents.  MSA’s 6.2, 7.3, 7.2 #’s of population are 
outside of UBD (1 house/5acres) and actual #’s inside UDB. 

 
• Mr. Blowers mentioned that 25% of residents on Key Biscayne are “Occasional residents”; greater 35% on 

Brickell. 
 
• Mr. Losner mentioned that some of his investors come and use their condominium properties for short 

periods during the year.  
 
• Mr. Mulhern asked if each unit/municipality do their own population counting. 
 
• Mr. Blowers responded that only the County does it County-wide.  
 
• Mr. Steinmiller asked Mr. Blowers how much lower (under estimating) are we than actual TAZ numbers?   
 
• Mr. Blowers responded that only 60% of proposed plans get built.  60% of allowable density is built out. 
 
• Mr. Losner stated that MSA 7.6 has a lot of 1 house on 1 acre development.  Mr. Losner asked how many 

acres are left to be built? 
 
• Mr. Blowers offered to provide a full description of the process of how the projections are done. 
 
• Mr. Noriega described the Modeling Process and mentioned that he performed a more detailed analysis 

which included a windshield field inventory and actual knock-on-door information.   
 
• Mr. Steinmiller described how the transportation model works and also presented the Z DATA 1 and Z 

DATA 2. 
 
• Mr. Losner said there are factors outside our study area which he hopes we were taking into account. Mr. 

Steinmiller said yes we are.  
 
• Mrs. Wade mentioned that an independent field inventory was conducted by her friend, in which all 

dwelling units were counted.  (1800 households living without children from 136 Street to 296 Street 
within 1 mile; the County says 7200 and we have presented 7400.)  Mrs. Wade doesn’t believe the 
numbers of households from the model.  According to the field review, the numbers are much lower.  Mrs. 
Wade doesn’t feel that the traffic presented in the model is reflective of the population.  Where is the 
difference in information coming from? 

 
• Mr. Garcia refers to the trip generation; this is a value that gets multiplied.   
 
• Mr. Blowers advised that the County verified FDOT’s numbers and they are correct.  He also mentioned 

that the TAZ’s are not necessarily only within the 1 mile radius of the study area. 
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• Mr. Hatcher mentioned that at the last CAC meeting they were told that a 1-mile radius was used in the 
study.  Today they are being told that the entire TAZ’s are being used; therefore FDOT in mixing apples 
and oranges.  He is confused. 

 
• Mr. Noriega responded that as long as the centroid of the TAZ was contained within the 1-mile radius, 

then the entire TAZ was used.  He further clarified that the field validation was done up to 7 miles but the 
model goes further away.  

 
• Ms. Stribling wants to know who the Wades’ source of dwelling information is. 
 
• Mr. Wade mentioned that at every meeting FDOT has been stating that the TAZ’s are within 1 mile of 

Krome Avenue, yet now FDOT is saying that the TAZ’s included are outside of the 1 mile.  Mr. Wade 
requested the following: 

- Need full disclosure of where #’s are coming from. 
- Where housing #’s are coming from. 
- What is the traffic generation effect of those #’s? 
- What are the boundaries of TAZ’s being used? 
 

• Mr. Montalvo advised the CAC members that conclusions cannot be made based on the information 
available tonight.  It can be said that further clarification is needed. 

 
• Mr. Losner mentioned that the number of housing units have nothing to do with traffic.  What we need is 

to account for the actual traffic on Krome Avenue. 
  
• Mr. Wade said if nothing can be built along Krome Avenue for a long period of time, then where are the 

projections coming from? 
 
• Mr. Hatcher mentioned that Krome Avenue is a regional arterial; therefore we need to separate regional 

traffic versus actual corridor traffic. 
 
• Mrs. Krome asked why we are limiting ourselves to one mile. 
 
• Mr. Garcia responded that other developments affect the traffic volumes on Krome Avenue.  We are using 

the entire model.  The 1-mile radius is for validation purposes only.  It means that the field verification 
was done for a 1-mile radius.  However, the entire model is being used.  The model is a network and 
things taking place far away from the project area still have an effect on Krome. 

 
• Mr. Hatcher said after Mr. Garcia’s explanation that he now understands the 1-mile issue and he felt 

comfortable with it. 
 
• Mr. Steinmiller stated that for the Corridor level validation, we are within 10% actual traffic vs model 

traffic; “almost” 1 to 1 ratio. 
 
• Ms. Edwards asked do you take into account the RV’s in the area which are sometimes temporary 
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residents.   
 
• Mr. Steinmiller responded no, although if they are mobile home parks yes we have included them in our 

data.  
 
• Mr. Wade asked does the number of hotel/motel projections assume an increase of actual number of 

rooms.  Are the hotel/motel projections assuming that more hotels will be built? 
 
• Mr. Blowers responded that we do not actually project tourism. 
 
• Mr. Steinmiller mentioned that as a result of the field review, minor adjustments were done to the model, 

however the changes were negligible. 
 
• Mr. Noriega advised that the model tries to replicate the actual conditions as close as possible but it can 

not be exact.  A difference of 10% is acceptable.  In this case there is a difference of less that 4% which is 
considered to be very good. 

 
• Mr. Montalvo informed the CAC members that the Level of Service (LOS) will not be discussed at this 

meeting because the final numbers are not available.  They should be ready within 30 to 60 days. 
 
• Mr. Montalvo opened the floor to comments and/or questions. 
 
• Mr. Montalvo asked the CAC members to divide themselves into 3 groups to articulate their conclusions 

or reactions in response the presentations this evening.  
 
 Group No. 1    
  
 Medora Krome  
 Miguel Uzquiano 
 

- The presentation was very helpful. 

- At first the meeting was going on a tangent; however, at the last minute it took the right direction. 

- Very positive meeting. 

- Do the trips in the alternatives include commercial trips? 

- What are the options or alternatives if “no change” takes place on Krome Avenue? 

   
  
 
 
 
 
 Group No. 2 
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 Katie Edwards 
 Mike Hatcher 
 Sally Stribling 
  Bill Losner 
 

- Krome is an important regional road. 

- Business is negatively impacted by current state of Krome Avenue. 

- Don’t get stuck on growth issue. 

- Big question on factors outside area Ex PUD to South on East side of study area. 

- Expansion of surveys for stakeholder. 

- Confirm statistical analysis references -- safety and accident in relation to statewide averages. 

- Receiving minutes and study material prior to meeting.  Also ensure that promised data is provided or 

an explanation of why not. 

- Meeting in study area. 

 
 Group No. 3 
 
 John Wade 
 Pat Wade 
 Paul Mulhern 
 Cynthia Guerra 
 

- What happened to safety statistics we asked for previously? 

- For all data, disaggregate to the South corridor only, so we know what is relevant to our area. 

- We want to know whether or not the urban expansion area is included in the projections. 

- The projections & base line assume traffic that will not use Krome (ie. Schools from 1-92) 

- (& likely the same for other productions and attractions) 

- Where does the projected traffic come from?  (Show that it will actually be using Krome) 

• Mr. Montalvo mentioned the next meeting. He said we will discuss the pending issues from today and 
have the safety presentation at that meeting. 

 
• The date for the next meeting could not be set due to conflicts of several members.  Notifications will be 

sent to schedule the meeting. 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 8:45PM  
Comments received from Katie Edwards: 
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1. Ms. Wade brought up an independent land use "study" completed by a friend.  I would ask that any  
 studies (official or unofficial) be presented in full text or executive summary to the entire CAC.  It is  very 

difficult to validate land use assumptions from unnamed, unofficial sources.  
 
2. I recommend that we take a guided bus tour of the study area with guides from the DOT, URS, MD P&Z, 

etc.  I'd like to see the comments from the transportation officials on where improvements are being made.   
 
3. I would like to know if there is a breakdown of accidents on Krome Avenue that involve commercial  
 agricultural vehicles, if that is possible.  
 
4. I would like to know the present zoning of land parcels that abut Krome Avenue.  
 
5. Please hold the meetings in a location within the study area.  
 
6. I saw that only one agricultural operation (Brooks Tropicals) was surveyed.  I would like to see a more 

comprehensive survey of bona fide ag operations operating on greater than 5 acres.  Survey should include 
number of commercial ag trucks and farm equipment that use Krome Avenue on a daily basis.   

 
Thanks for the opportunity to provide input.  
 
Katie Edwards 
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CAC MEETING 5 
Review Safety & Population Projection Information 

June 9, 2005 
 



KROME AVENUE SOUTH 
 

SR 997/SW 177th Avenue/Krome Avenue 
From SW 296th Street to SW 136th Street 

Project Development & Environment Study 
 

Florida Department of Transportation 
Financial Project ID: 249614-4-22-01 

 
Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting #5 

 
June 9, 2005  

 
AGENDA 

 
 
 

Objectives 
 Review revised safety issue information. 
 Follow-up on open questions regarding population projections and traffic 

modeling from May meeting.  
 Discuss and refine conclusions to be drawn from presentations. 
 Identify remaining questions regarding safety, population projections, and 

traffic modeling.  
 

6:00pm Welcome and introductions 
  Agenda review 
  Project update 
 
  Review and discussion of safety information – Raj Shanmugam, URS 
 

7:30pm Break 
 

7:45pm Review and discussion of safety information (continued) 
 
  Population projections and traffic modeling – follow-up to open questions from 

 May meeting – Domingo Noriega 
 
  Facilitated/structured discussion of CAC statements 
 

9:00pm  Adjourn 
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SUBJECT 
Krome Avenue South PD&E Study – 5th CAC Meeting 
 
DATE & TIME     
June 9, 2005 
6:00 PM – 9:00 PM 
  
LOCATION 
Miami-Dade County 
John D. Campbell Agricultural Center 
18710 S.W. 288th Street 
Miami, Florida  
 
ATTENDEES 
CAC Members: 
Richard Alger, Alger Farms 
Katie Edwards, DCFB/Rep. Greater Homestead/Florida City Chamber of Commerce  
Mary Finlan, Greater Homestead/Florida City Chamber of Commerce 
Pamela Gray, Redlands Edge 
Mike Hatcher, CTAC  
Brian Kimball, Florida City State Farmers  
Medora Krome, Concerned Citizens Farmers and Nurserymen  
Bill Losner, Citizen Activist 
Alice Peña, The United Property Owners of the 8.5 Square Mile Area 
Michael Richardson, Vision Council 
Sally Stribling, Dade County Farm Bureau  
Miguel Uzquiano, FNGA 
John Wade, Citizen Activist 
Pat Wade, Redlands Citizens Association 
 
Public Attendance: 
Charlie McGarey, Redland Citizens Association 
Kelvin Moreno, Dade County Farm Bureau 
 
Project Team: 
Vilma Croft, FDOT - D6  
Phil Steinmiller, FDOT-D6 
Rafael Montalvo, FCRC 
Julio Boucle, URS 
Ana Sandoval, URS 
Raj Shanmugam, URS 
Mike Ciscar, TCG 
Ryan Solis-Rios, TCG 
Barbie Rodriguez, TCG 
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MEETING SUMMARY 
The following is a summary of the meeting: 

 
• Mr. Montalvo initiated the meeting by giving a brief description of the items listed in the agenda and 

he also presented a summary of the previous meeting.   

• Mr. Ciscar gave a brief description of the project schedule, the upcoming CAC meetings and Public 

Workshop which has been moved to September 2005.    

• Mr. Shanmugam gave a Power Point presentation on The Safety Analysis which had been previously 

distributed to the members.   

• Mr. Wade asked Mr. Shanmugam what constitutes an injury and where is it defined?  

• Mr. Shanmugam responded by reading the definition of injury from the Department of Highway 

Safety and Motor Vehicles. 

• Ms. Gray asked if the causes of accidents been reported? Ms. Gray mentioned that it would be 

interesting to find out if accidents on Krome Avenue are caused by drunk drivers or by drivers that do 

not have driver’s licenses.  

• Mr. Shanmugam informed Ms. Gray that the causes of the accidents are found in FDOT’s crash report. 

• Mr. Hatcher asked what kind of average is used in the crash rate analysis?   

• Mr. Shanmugam responded that the average used is a weighted average. 

• Mr. Alger asked what AADT meant? 

• Mr. Shanmugam responded that AADT stands for Annual Average Daily Traffic. 

• Mr. Losner asked Mr. Shanmugam if the fact that the average crash rate in the state is much lower than 

the one for Krome Avenue (0.677 < 2.2 11) means that the number of crashes on Krome Avenue are 

excessive? 

• Mr. Shanmugam responded yes it does.   

• Ms. Gray asked for the 2004 crash data and when will it be available? 

• Mr. Shanmugam responded that he did not know.  

• Mr. Uzquiano asked if we had a list of all the state roads where the crash rates were higher? 

• Mr. Shanmugam responded yes although we do not have the list here. 

• Mr. Uzquiano asked if there are state roads with higher crash rates. 

• Mr. Shanmugam responded that he may not answer accurately without the list. 
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• Mr. Richardson asked Mr. Shanmugam if he can say who determines the confidence level? 

• Mr. Shanmugam responded that a constant reflects the confidence level.  The used constant to be 

1.645 for 95% or 3.291 for 99%, but now FDOT provides different confident levels. 

• Mr. Alger asked in what way are the Krome Avenue fatalities different from the other state roads? 

• Mrs. Wade mentioned that they had requested a standard deviation at earlier meetings although she 

still hasn’t seen it.  Also, she noticed that the analysis starts about 1/10 of a mile south of S.W. 296th 

Street.  She suggested that this small segment be eliminated since it’s urban. 

• Mr. Shanmugam responded that we have followed FDOT’s procedures.  It can be done; however, the 

conclusion would still be the approximately the same.  [The project team later agreed to conduct this 

analysis excluding the urban segment.] 

• Mr. Wade asked to please investigate why crash rates for segments 2 & 3 have decreased in the recent 

years.  Have any improvements been done that may have contributed to this? 

• Mrs. Peña asked as to why this project is important now and it was not 10 years ago? 

• Mr. Ciscar gave Mrs. Peña a brief history of this project during the break.  

• Mr. Boucle responded to Mr. Wade’s earlier question that as far as we know there hasn’t been any 

significant improvement done on Krome Avenue during 2002 – 2003; the intersection improvements 

were completed in the year 2004. 

• Ms. Gray would like to know how many officers are assigned to Krome Avenue?  She mentioned that 

she drives on Krome Avenue everyday and she has not seen any highway patrols there.  

• Ms. Gray is interested in statistics for drunk drivers, illegal drivers (suspended licenses, no licenses).    

• Mr. Shanmugam advised that the information is available through the FHP accident reports.  

• Mr. Richardson mentioned that the number of drunk drivers doesn’t mean anything if we don’t 

compare it with the same parameters within the rest of the state roads. 

• Mr. Boucle mentioned that we can provide some of the information requested although we need to 

stay within our scope of services as much as possible. 

• Ms. Edwards asked if there is a technical review committee?  Is there going to be someone 

representing the law enforcement part of it?  

• Mr. Boucle responded that there is no technical review committee other than FDOT technical 

personnel.   
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• Mr. Boucle stated that we will invite FHP Lieutenant Julio Pajon to participate and provide his input in 

the process.   

• Mrs. Croft explained that there is no technical committee; FDOT hires a professional consulting firm 

to go through the PD&E process which includes coordination with other agencies, etc. 

• Mr. Boucle gave a brief description of the scope of services for this project. 

• Mrs. Croft and Mr. Ciscar explained the process of the PD&E Study to Ms. Edwards and Mr. Hatcher. 

• Mrs. Wade mentioned that statistics say that Florida has a high number of people without basic driving 

skills.  

• Ms. Peña asked if we have speed information for vehicles that travel on Krome Avenue? 

• Mr. Shanmugam responded that we do have that information and it will be provided later in the study. 

• Mr. Shanmugam said in response to the committee’s request, that we will do calculations excluding 

the urban portion just for comparison purposes.  The valid methodology will still be what has been 

presented today. 

• Ms. Edwards complimented Mr. Shanmugam’s presentation and hard work. 

• Mr. Alger commented that with the safety presentation his understanding was that Krome Avenue is 

an unsafe road. 

• Mr. Steinmiller began to answer the pending questions from the previous meeting in reference the 

modeling issues.  The MPO model was not doing a good job on Krome Avenue.  When comparing 

existing 2004 volumes to what was projected in the model, the numbers had been underestimated.  

That’s the reason why we collected information in the 1-mile radius – just for adjustment purposes.  

The entire model is still being used. 

• Mr. Steinmiller also went over the 2004 Socio-Economic Data update. 

• Ms. Stribling asked why we are looking at the dwelling data when we are looking at the usage of the 

road and crash data. 

• Mr. Steinmiller explained that we are trying to provide as much data as possible. 

• Mr. Montalvo mentioned that the request for data came from the previous meetings. 

• Mr. Losner mentioned that he thought they were going to have an actual traffic count before the end of 

this study. 

• Mr. Steinmiller explained the difference between a traffic count and through-traffic. 
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• Mr. Wade asked why the AADTs used in modeling are different from the AADTs used in safety 

analysis? 

• Mr. Shanmugam explained that the AADTs used in modeling were obtained from project – specific 

counts conducted in late 2003 and early 2004, while the AADTs used in the safety analysis were 

obtained from FDOT’s routine traffic counts. 

• Mrs. Sandoval also explained that the AADTs are estimated numbers.  To obtain an actual AADT, 

traffic counts would have to be collected every day of the year.  In District Six, three-day counts are 

done and the numbers are then adjusted to account for seasonal variations based on information 

obtained from permanent count stations.   Therefore, an AADT may vary according to the dates when 

the data is collected, however the variation should not be significant.  In the case of Krome Avenue, 

although the numbers used in modeling and safety are not the same, the difference is not significant. 

• Mr. Montalvo then proceeded to ask the members to get together in groups and write their comments 

as groups. 

 
Group No. 1 
 
Alicia Peña 
Mike Hatcher 
Richard Alger 
 

- Team is validating data. 
- Laymen expect results. 
- 4 lanes will increase capacity, will it improve safety? 
- How could this group convey the information to our neighbors without being overwhelmed? 
- Krome Avenue is an unsafe road. 
- Happy with the numbers and presentations. 

 
Group No. 2 
 
Medora Krome 
Katie Edwards 
Bill Losner 
Mary Finlan 
Sally Stribling 
Kelvin Moreno  
 
Thoughts and Concerns:   

- Too much dialogue spent on discrediting the experts. 
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- Written comments and requests are not addressed. 
- Presentation of the modeling thru-traffic data was difficult to interpret.  
- We must maintain our focus on the needs of corridor. 
- We conclude that 4-laning of Krome should start immediately. 
- Move on with project. 
 

Group No. 3 
 

Miguel Uzquiano 
Brian Kimball 
Michael Richardson 
 

- The safety analysis was very good! 
- We’re frustrated by the continuing requests for more models. 
- The time taken to go over questions about the data will fail to show any great variation in the 

information presented. 
- The presentation of the modeling thru-traffic data was somewhat obscure and hopefully will be 

corrected.  
- Again we feel that precious time is wasted on semantics. 
- We’re happy with the presentations.    
- Would like to move on faster. 

 
Group No. 4 
 
Pamela Gray 
John Wade 
Pat Wade     
 
Analysis: 
 

- Problem with using urban models in rural slow growth area.   
- Would like updated projections on Z DATA 1 and 2 for 2010 & 2030 model for South Corridor. 
- Would like data on corridor since road enhancements were completed. 
 

Conclusion: 
 

- Without current data, (2004 enhancements on Krome Avenue) it’s difficult to rely on information. 
 

Question: 
 

- How do the increased traffic projections on Krome Avenue compare with increased traffic projections 
for other state roads in Miami-Dade County? 

- Happy with presentation but still questioning modeling results. 
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• Mr. Losner asked if all this data is necessary for this study. 

• Mr. Ciscar and Mr. Montalvo responded that yes this data is necessary. 

 
Flip Chart Issues: 
 
Questions/Concerns Regarding Analysis/Conclusions 
 
-  Police enforcement (# of officers) 
-  Injury definition? 
-  Who determines an injury? 
-  How many drunk driver accidents? (without license or with suspended licenses) 
-  AADT?  Annual Average Daily Traffic 
-  Fatalities “Krome vs. Statewide” 
-  Standard deviation values 
-  Effective 0.05 – 0.10 miles (contribution from an urban area “Homestead”). 
-  Differences:  Segments (1,2,3) and (years) 
-  Request for accident data 0.10 mile. 
-  Speed data collection 
-  AADT differences: “Crash data vs. Projections” 
-  AADT Sources “FGDL – FDOT” 
-  Revise handout – graphics traffic. 
 
• Meeting adjourned at 9:00pm 
 
 
 
Comments received from Katie Edwards: 
 
Enclosed are my comments from last night's Krome Avenue South CAC meeting.  Thanks for the opportunity 
to provide feedback.  
 
1)  Raj did a great job at presenting the safety information and statistics.  
 
2)  I noticed that the majority of accidents occur at night.  I try to avoid driving on Krome Avenue at night for 
safety reasons.  I would like to know if there are sufficient light poles, in the opinion of the DOT.  
 
3)  A representative from the Florida Highway Patrol and/or law enforcement should be invited to and 
included in all the discussion at all meetings. 
 
4)  After last night's meeting, I am even more convinced that some CAC members are trying to obstruct the 
process by asking questions meant to do nothing other than confuse other CAC members or cast shadow on the 
experts' methodology.  Questions should be phrased as questions, not long-winded speeches that hop from 
topic to topic.  
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5)  The charts, tables and graphs needed a lot of explanation and clarification.  Is there a more concise and 
clearer way to present the data?  Perhaps try including some written explanation of the statistics and jargon 
with the data.  I don't think we ever received a glossary of transportation terms or lingo.   
 
6)  Mrs. Wade has been repeatedly disrespectful by making audible negative comments and using gestures in 
response to CAC members' comments.  The facilitator needs to address this if all CAC members are to feel 
comfortable voicing concerns.   
 
I provided written comments and questions previously that were not addressed at last night's meeting.  Do you 
know when I might expect to receive answers to my questions?  
 
Katie A. Edwards 
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CAC MEETING 6 
Law Enforcement Policy & Operational Analysis 

July 19, 2005 
 



 

KROME AVENUE SOUTH 
 

SR 997/SW 177th Avenue/Krome Avenue 
From SW 296th Street to SW 136th Street 

Project Development & Environment Study 
 

Florida Department of Transportation 
Financial Project ID: 249614-4-22-01 

 
Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting #6 

  
July 19, 2005  

 
AGENDA 

 
 

Objectives 
 Follow-up on open questions regarding safety information. 
 Discuss and understand current law enforcement policy and practice on 

Krome Avenue (tentative). 
 Review computer simulation of operational analysis. 
 Review preliminary information regarding levels-of-service. 
 Discuss and refine conclusions to be drawn from presentations. 

 
6:00pm Welcome and introductions 

  Agenda review 
  Project update 
 
  Follow-up on open questions regarding safety – Anna Sandoval, URS 
 

Discussion of law enforcement policy and practice – FHP Lieutenant Julio Pajon 
(invited) 

 
  Review and discuss operational analysis -- Richard Garcia, Project Team 
 

7:30pm Break 
 

7:45pm Review and discuss preliminary information regarding levels of service -- Richard 
Garcia, Project Team 

 
 Facilitated/structured discussion of draft CAC Conclusions and Perspectives 

document 
 

9:00pm  Adjourn 
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SUBJECT 
Krome Avenue South PD&E Study – 6th CAC Meeting 
 
DATE & TIME     
July 19, 2005 
6:00 PM – 9:00 PM 
  
LOCATION 
Miami-Dade County 
John D. Campbell Agricultural Center 
18710 S.W. 288th Street 
Miami, Florida  
 
ATTENDEES 
CAC Members: 
Richard Alger, Alger Farms 
Katie Edwards, DCFB/Rep. Greater Homestead/Florida City Chamber of Commerce  
Mary Finlan, Greater Homestead/Florida City Chamber of Commerce 
Pamela Gray, Redlands Edge 
Mike Hatcher, CTAC  
Brian Kimball, Florida City State Farmers  
Medora Krome, Concerned Citizens Farmers and Nurserymen  
Bill Losner, Citizen Activist 
Paul Mulhern, Grove Inn and Guesthouse 
Alice Peña, The United Property Owners of the 8.5 Square Mile Area 
Sally Stribling, Dade County Farm Bureau  
John Wade, Citizen Activist 
Pat Wade, Redlands Citizens Association 
 
Public Attendance: 
Charles LaPradd, Miami-Dade County 
Kelvin Moreno, Dade County Farm Bureau 
Bill Spillers, Plants by Tropico 
 
Project Team: 
Monica Diez, FDOT – D6 
Jorge Gomez, FDOT – D6 
Phil Steinmiller, FDOT-D6 
Alex Annunziato, FHP 
Richard Garcia, RGA 
Rafael Montalvo, FCRC 
Julio Boucle, URS 
Ana Sandoval, URS 
Mike Ciscar, TCG 
Ryan Solis-Rios, TCG 
Barbie Rodriguez, TCG 
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MEETING SUMMARY 
 
The following is a summary of the meeting: 

 
• Mr. Montalvo initiated the meeting by giving a brief description of the items listed in the agenda 

and he also presented a summary of the previous meeting.   

• Mr. Ciscar gave a brief description of the project schedule.    

• Mrs. Sandoval presented the Safety follow-up from the previous meeting.   

• Mrs. Pena asked if the safety statistics for drunk drivers were for similar roads or all the state roads. 

• Mrs. Sandoval responded that the safety statistics were for all the state roads. 

• Mrs. Wade asked if the alcohol-involved crashes resulted in fatalities on Krome Avenue. 

• Mrs. Sandoval responded that she didn’t have the information at the time but could be researched. 

The information is available in the police crash records. 

• Mrs. Sandoval informed that the illegal driver information is not available in FDOT’s database.  

The information is available in the police crash records.   

• The safety ratio excluding the intersection of SW 296th Street was presented to the CAC members.  

It was explained that compared to the safety ratio including the intersection, the difference was not 

significant.  The segment was still a high-crash segment. 

• Mr. Wade disagreed with the last statement and indicated that there was a significant drop in the 

safety ratio especially in the year 2000.  

• Mr. Montalvo rephrased the statement by saying that although there had been a decrease in the 

safety ratio, the safety concern still remained. 

• Mrs. Sandoval presented speed information from a travel time study conducted in November 2004.  
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The speeds were presented for both the northbound and southbound directions during the AM and 

PM peak periods. 

• Mr. Mulhern commented that most crashes probably do not occur during peak time because the 

speeds are not high during those hours. 

• Mr. Phil Steinmiller presented the Trip Distribution follow-up from the previous meeting.  

• Mr. Wade was concerned about the numbers shown in the trip distribution slide.  He suggested that 

the information in the TAZs be refined to consider the 1 house/5 acre rule.  Also to make sure that 

the UBD is not moved. 

• Mrs. Stribling commented that there could be more traffic contribution from workers than from the 

people living in the houses. 

• Mr. Montalvo stated that he recalls from Chuck Blowers’ presentation that the projections are based 

on current zoning. 

• Mr. Losner commented that Krome Avenue is a major highway; therefore you need to think of the 

people who come from all the different areas, not only the ones that live on or by the Krome 

Avenue area. 

• Sergeant Alex Annunziato from the Florida Highway Patrol gave a brief description of his duties & 

history with Krome Avenue. 

• Sergeant Annunziato informed that crash statistics can be obtained on the internet at 

www.hsmv.state.fl.us.  He explained that the police crash forms distinguish between accidents 

involving alcohol and impaired drivers.  A driver may have consumed alcohol but not be impaired.  

Based on his experience, accidents tend to be more severe when there is alcohol involved.  He 

reported that there were 6 fatalities last year and 2 this year so far on Krome Avenue. 
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• Sergeant Annunziato stated that he cannot decide on the alternatives that should be selected but he 

can explain how the different alternatives affect their law enforcement activities.  Two-lane roads 

do not facilitate radar speed enforcement because it’s difficult to make u-turns or to interrupt traffic 

when they need to follow a vehicle.  They need wide-enough shoulders so that the troopers can 

operate safely.  Emergency responses are also affected with 2-lane roads.  They have to move 

people off the roads as opposed to changing lanes.   

• Mr. Wade asked Sergeant Annunziato if what he meant was that the law enforcement problems 

would have been solved with the approval of the action plan in which paved shoulders were being 

proposed. 

• Sergeant Annunziato responded that the Action Plan would still not provide an additional lane and 

it was difficult to make u-turns where no medians are provided. 

• Mrs. Wade asked for the definition of “injury”. 

• Sergeant Annunziato explained that when filling out a crash report if the person complains of pain 

but goes to the hospital on his own, they consider that a “possible injury”.  If the person can walk, 

it’s a “non-incapacitating injury”.  If the person is unconscious or can’t walk, it’s considered an 

“incapacitating injury”.  If the person dies within 90 days of the accident for causes directly related 

to the accident, it’s considered a “fatality”.  For statistics purposes the total injuries is the sum of all 

possible, non-incapacitating and incapacitating injuries.   

• Mr. Hatcher commented that he had noticed that more law enforcement is taking place since they 

provided shoulders on Krome Avenue. 

• The SYNCHRO Modeling Presentation was presented by Mr. Richard Garcia. 

• Mr. Losner asked for the definition of Level of Service. 
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• Mr. Garcia responded that it’s the qualitative measure of the capacity of the road.  The minimum 

acceptable LOS for FIHS facilities is LOS D.  Krome Avenue is part of the FIHS. 

• Mr. Wade noticed that with the 4-lane alternative, some segments still operate at LOS E & LOS F. 

• Mr. Garcia explained that although the LOS designation is the same, the capacity has improved. 

• Mr. Hatcher inquired about signals and access management. 

• Mr. Garcia explained that the signals on Krome Avenue are actuated but they are not 

interconnected.  As far as access management, it has been determined that FDOT has the authority 

to install medians and control access as needed. 

• Meeting adjourned at 9:00pm 
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CAC MEETING 7 
Alternatives Cross-Sections 

January 24, 2006 
 



KROME AVENUE SOUTH 
 

SR 997/SW 177th Avenue/Krome Avenue 
From SW 296th Street to SW 136th Street 

Project Development & Environment Study 
 

Florida Department of Transportation 
Financial Project ID: 249614-4-22-01 

 
Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting #7 

  
January 24th, 2006 

 
 

AGENDA 
 
 
Objectives 

• Conduct initial review of alternative cross-sections 
• Discuss and provide input regarding criteria used to evaluate alternatives 
• Review and correct, if appropriate, summary of CAC discussions to date 

 
6:00  Welcome and introduction 
 
6:15  Review and discuss CAC summary 

Clarify or refine current text 
Identify additional points for inclusion in next draft 

 
6:45  Review results of Level-of-Service analysis 
 
7:15  Break 
 
7:30  Review alternative cross sections 

Review and description of each alternative 
 
8:15  Evaluation matrix discussion 

Review criteria suggested by team 
Suggest additional criteria 
Discuss use of criteria 

 
9:00  Adjourn 
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SUBJECT 
Krome Avenue South PD&E Study – 7th CAC Meeting 
 
 
DATE & TIME     
January 24, 2006 
6:15 PM – 9:00 PM 
 
  
LOCATION 
Miami-Dade County 
John D. Campbell Agricultural Center 
18710 S.W. 288th Street 
Miami, Florida  
 
 
ATTENDEES 
CAC Members: 
Katie Edwards, DCFB/Rep. Greater Homestead/Florida City Chamber of Commerce  
Cynthia Guerra, Tropical Audubon Society 
Mike Hatcher, CTAC  
Medora Krome, Concerned Citizens Farmers and Nurserymen 
Bill Losner, Citizen Activist 
Paul Mulhern, Grove Inn and Country Guest House  
Miguel Uzquiano, FNGA 
John Wade, Citizen Activist 
Pat Wade, Redlands Citizens Association 
Pamela Gray, Redlands Edge 
Alice Peña, The United Property Owners of the 8.5 Square Mile Area 
Brian Kimball, Florida City State Farmers  
Mary Finlan, Greater Homestead/Florida City Chamber of Commerce 
Dewey Steele, Tropical Fruit Growers of South Florida 
 
 
Public Attendance: 
John Arrieta 
Sidney Robinson 
Mayantti Bakin 
Arlene Samalion 
Charlie McGarey 
Bill Enright 
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Project Team: 
Monica Diez, FDOT-D6 
Phil Steinmiller, FDOT-D6 
Susanne Travis, FDOT-D6 
Rafael Montalvo, FCRC 
Richard Garcia, RGA 
Julio Boucle, URS 
Raj Shanmugam, URS 
Ana Sandoval, URS 
Mike Ciscar, TCG 
Ryan Solis-Rios, TCG 
Barbie Rodriguez, TCG 
 
 
MEETING SUMMARY 
The following is a summary of the meeting: 

 
• Mr. Montalvo initiated the meeting by giving a brief description of the items listed in the agenda.  He 

presented a summary of the previous meeting and reiterated the fact that the CAC will not be making 
recommendations.   

 
• Mr. Ciscar gave an overview of the project status and explained that since the last meeting, the Team had 

been working on a request for a design exception which was eventually denied by Tallahassee. 
 
• Mr. Montalvo explained that the minutes of the meetings can be modified if anyone feels that their 

comments have not been properly documented. 
 
• Mr. Montalvo went over the different topics contained in the draft document of the Summary of Citizens 

Advisory Committee Perspectives. 
 
• Page 4 – Safety:  Ms. Wade indicated that a significant statistic has not been supplied by the Team to date. 
 
• Page 6: Mr. Losner wanted to clarify if the assumption that the urban development boundary would not be 

moved (for traffic forecasting purposes) was the County’s assumption. 
 
• Mr. Boucle confirmed that it was. 
 
• Page 7: No comments. 
 
• Page 9: No comments. 
 
• Page 10: No comments. 
 
• Mr. Montalvo explained that comments can be provided at any time during the process – not only during 
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the meetings. 
 
• Mr. Shanmugam explained that there are several traffic simulation programs.  The Team used SYNCHRO 

microsimulation, which uses every vehicle in the traffic network.  The network was calibrated and some 
model adjustments were made to better represent actual conditions. 

 
• Mr. Shanmugam indicated that based on the results of the analysis, the corridor is operating at a good level 

of service, however, in the future, if no improvements are done in the corridor, the level of service will 
deteriorate significantly.  However, he emphasized the fact that the objective of the study is to improve 
safety –not traffic operations.  The results are presented to ensure that operational improvements will  
result from the safety improvements (even though it was not the objective that originated the study). 

 
• Ms. Wade asked if the team had looked at the ‘No-build’ scenario with the signal optimization and the 

intersection improvements that are already programmed. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that the ‘Two-lane’ alternative presented by Mr. Shanmugam was valid for all two-

lane scenarios. 
 
• Mr. Wade stated that he was confused with the Level of Service at the intersections.  For example, in 

documents previously submitted by the team, the projected traffic on the side streets at the intersection of 
SW 296 Street appeared excessively high considering that nothing is being done on the side streets. 

 
• Mr. Hatcher stated that based on his conversations with FHWA in Tallahassee, they do not care about the 

level of service – safety and the environment is their only concern. 
 
• Mr. Garcia explained that the level of service at the intersections is the result of a weighted average from 

all the approaches. 
 
• Ms. Gray stated that in the ‘four-lane’ scenario, the delays at the intersection of SW 296 Street are 

excessive.  More than two cycles are required to clear the intersection.  Also, she is concerned about the 
speed limit – a transition section should be provided between the study corridor and the segment in 
Homestead. 

 
• Mr. Montalvo asked if in fact, Tallahassee didn’t care about the Level of Service. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar replied that he had no knowledge of that. 
 
• Ms. Diez responded that the state looks at everything however for the Krome Avenue project, safety is the 

main concern.  
 
• Ms. Edwards asked if the funding was already programmed for the four-laning up to SW 296 Street.  In 

which case, she was concerned about the change from four lanes to two lanes at the intersection of SW 
296 Street. 
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• Ms. Diez explained that the funding was programmed, however, this didn’t imply that four-laning was a 
fact.  The PD&E study would determine the number of lanes.   

 
• Ms. Edwards asked if the increased traffic presented in the traffic projections was due to the population 

growth or due to the road widening. “If you build it, they’ll come?” 
 
• Mr. Shanmugam answered that it was a combination of both factors: population and safety; which will 

bring more traffic to Krome Avenue.  
 
• Mr. Losner stated that the study was for Krome Avenue, not for SW 184 St, SW 186 St, etc.  He said that 

some members of the CAC kept bringing up the issue of four-laning as a problem, when in fact, four-lane 
highways are very common in the state road system. 

 
• Ms. Gray inquired if the 2005 crash information was already available. 
 
• Mr. Shanmugan answered that the information was not yet available. 
 
• Ms. Diez further explained that it takes about 1½ years for the information to be uploaded into the 

database.  She added that the information is available for fatalities only. 
 
• Ms. Gray requested that the fatality information be provided by the team. 
 
• Ms. Wade stated that the existing typical section presented on sheet 6 was misleading because it showed a 

5-foot paved shoulder, which was not the case for most of the length of the study corridor. 
 
• Mr. Boucle explained that the shoulder varies from 0 to 5 feet. 
 
Alternative 1 
 
• Ms. Wade indicated that the equestrian path was not a good idea and also added that she thought this had 

been discarded in the Action Plan. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar informed that the alternatives presented were from the Action Plan final documents. 
 
• Mr. Wade indicated that he was concerned about the loss of agricultural land and agricultural activities 

with the footprint of the alternatives presented. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that the team had explored the possibility of a design exception that would allow for 

a reduction in the footprint but this was turned down by the Central Office because Krome Avenue is part 
of the Florida Intrastate Highway System (FIHS).  Construction on this type of facility must meet the 
highest standards. 

 
• Mr. Mulhern indicated that his understanding was that federal funds would not be available unless bike 

paths were provided. 
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• Ms. Diez explained that the requirement is that bike paths be considered but not necessarily provided. 
 
• Mr. Mulhern reiterated that he was told that no federal funds could be granted if no bicycle paths were 

provided. 
 
• Mr. Boucle stated that he didn’t think that was correct, however, the team would investigate and bring an 

answer to the next meeting. 
 
Alternative 2 
 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that this alternative meets all the Department’s standards, except for the border 

width, which would require a variation. 
 
• Mr. Losner asked for the location of the passing zones in this alternative. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar answered that this alternative did not include passing zones. 
 
• Mr. Boucle added that turning lanes would be provided at intersections. 
 
• Ms. Krome indicated that a two-lane divided section with no passing zones was very unrealistic. 
 
• Ms. Guerra asked if the median width could be reduced. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that it’s possible to reduce the median width if a physical barrier is provided, for 

example, a guardrail, barrier wall, etc. 
 
Alternative 3 
 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that this alternative was similar to Alternative 2 but with passing zones (staggered).  

He added that this typical section would only be applicable to the northern portion of the study corridor – 
between SW 168 Street and SW 136 Street. 

 
• Ms. Krome asked what was the length of passing zones. 
 
• Mr. Boucle responded that this work is in progress. 
 
Alternative 4 
 
• Mr. Ciscar stated that this alternative met all the design standards. 
 
Alternative 5 
 
• Mr. Ciscar stated that this alternative met all the design standards but not the SIS standards. 
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• Ms. Guerra pointed out that alternatives 4 and 5 were very wide and asked if there would be significant 
private property impacts and environmental impacts.  Were they taken into consideration in the analysis? 

 
• Mr. Ciscar responded that there would be significant impacts.  Yes, both the property impacts and 

environmental impacts are in the analysis. 
 
• Ms. Guerra asked if the information on the impacted properties would be available. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar replied that the information would be available later in the process. 
 
• Ms. Guerra suggested that a cost-benefit analysis be done. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar said it would be done as part of the study. 
 
• Ms. Peña asked if all the businesses along the corridor would be wiped-out. 
 
• Mr. Boucle responded that not necessarily all businesses would be impacted.  He explained that as part of 

the process, different alignments would be considered in an effort to avoid critical parcels. 
 
• Ms. Krome requested an explanation on the recoverable terrain clear zone. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that this is the area adjacent to the road (when there is no curb and gutter) provided 

for vehicles that loose control, so that they can recover. 
 
• Ms. Krome asked how it is possible to have equestrian paths within the clear zone. 
 
• Mr. Boucle explained that it was possible because they are not considered fixed objects. 
 
• Ms. Peña asked if the elimination of the equestrian trail from alternative 5 would allow for a reduction in 

the section width. 
 
• Mr. Boucle explained that the section width could not be reduced because the path was part of the border 

width. 
 
• Ms. Gray indicated that raising the speed to 65 mph could be very dangerous. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that the speed limit would not be raised.  Only the design speed would be increased, 

which means that the team would be designing to the standards for a 65 mph facility but the posted speed 
limit would continue to be 45 mph. 

 
• Ms. Guerra asked for the reason to design for a 65 mph road instead of 45 mph. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar responded that the reason was that Krome Avenue is part of the FIHS and therefore is required 

to meet the highest standards. 
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• Mr. Losner asked what was the usual difference between the design speed and the posted speed? 
 
• Mr. Ciscar responded that the design speed usually is 5 to 10 mph above the speed limit. 
 
•  Mr. Losner asked if it’s the same for the North side of Krome Avenue. 
 
• Ms. Diez responded yes, the design speed is 65 mph and the posted is 55 mph. 
 
• Ms. Krome asked why the south segment of Krome has a difference of 20 mph between the posted speed 

and the design speed while the north segment only has a 10 mph difference. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that the difference was due to the type of area. 
 
• Ms. Edwards asked about the mandates for equestrian paths? 
 
• Mr. Ciscar replied that there were none. 
 
• Mr. Wade indicated that an aerial photograph provided by the team at an earlier meeting had a note saying 

that the right of way was limited in certain areas to 40 feet.  Then how can a typical section of 200 feet be 
accommodated? 

 
• Mr. Boucle explained that right of way acquisition would be necessary and also explained that different 

alignments would be analyzed – for example shifting the centerline to the west, to the east and/or a 
meandering alignment. 

 
• Ms. Guerra indicated that introducing a curve would make the road more dangerous. 
 
• Mr. Boucle explained that curves are not unsafe if they are designed to standards. 
 
• Mr. Montalvo asked if the alignments would be available for the next meeting. 
 
• Mr. Boucle responded that most probably they would not. 
 
• Mr. Uzquiano asked what is the right-of-way on Krome Avenue. 
 
• Mr. Mulhern commented that for most of the study corridor, the right-of way is 90 feet. 
 
• Mr. Montalvo asked if the Action Plan alternative involved right of way acquisition. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar responded that this alternative required some right of way acquisition. 
 
• Ms. Diez mentioned that all the intersection improvements being done required right-of way; these are 

from the Krome Action Plan. 
 
• Ms. Wade asked if there was a statute that mandated that FIHS roads must have four lanes. 
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• Ms. Diez responded that there is one and that the information is available in the internet at 

www.myflorida.com 
 
• Mr. Montalvo asked if there would be changes in the alternatives for next meeting. 
 
• Mr. Boucle explained that the changes will consist of modifying the Action Plan alternative to bring it up 

to standards and the removal of the equestrian path. 
 
• Ms. Krome emphasized that she strongly objects to the equestrian path. 
 
• Ms. Wade requested that the footprints of the alignments be presented with the aerials in the background. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that the alternatives will be presented with the aerials in the background at a large 

scale and also measurements of right of way acquisition will be provided. 
 
• Mr. Wade asked if the existing right of way can be provided in an aerial photograph. 
 
• Ms. Diez responded that the information would be available later. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar presented a matrix with the criteria used to evaluate the different alternatives. 
 
• Ms. Krome requested an explanation of multi-modal accommodations. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that the term referred to multiple modes of transportation, in this case, the equestrian 

path and bike path. 
 
• Mr. Hatcher asked if the criteria incorporated NEPA compliance. 
 
• Mr. Boucle responded affirmatively. 
 
• Ms. Guerra asked if there would be any weighting of the different factors in the matrix. 
 
• Mr. Montalvo suggested that the committee members gave their opinion as to the weight that every factor 

should have. 
 
• Mr. Hatcher stated that they should not be asked to weight the factors.  He assumed that there must be 

some standards to which the team should adhere to. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that there are no standards as far as weighting the criteria.  This process is project 

specific.  In this case the order of priorities is: 1) Safety, 2) Preservation of the road, 3) Addition of 
capacity.  He further explained that it is up to the team to make the decision because ultimately they are 
the ones carrying all the liability. 
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• Mr. Montalvo reiterated that if any members of the committee would like to express their opinion on the 
weight that should be assigned to each element, they are welcome to submit their comments and the team 
will document them for the records. 

 
• Mr. Mulhern indicated that some properties extend to the centerline of the roadway.  He asked if this is 

considered in the right of way acquisition estimates. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar responded that all of that is considered in the estimates. 
 
• Ms. Diez further added that some problems arose when the intersection improvements where being done 

because although FDOT owns the road and some land beyond the road, some homeowners were paying 
taxes on land up to the centerline of the roadway. 

 
• Mr. Boucle distributed copies of the response letter from FDOT to Ms. Pat Wade’s inquiries regarding 

safety issues. 
 
• Mr. Montalvo closed the meeting by saying that the team reserves the right of the analysis of the project; 

however, the committee is welcome to make suggestions on additional criteria that should be evaluated. 
 
• Mr. Boucle added that all reasonable requests would be considered. 
 
• The meeting was adjourned at 9:00 PM. 
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SUBJECT 
Krome Avenue South PD&E Study – 8th CAC Meeting 
 
 
DATE & TIME     
February 28th, 2006 
6:20 PM – 9:10 PM 
 
  
LOCATION 
South-Miami-Dade County Governmental Center 
10710 S.W. 211th Street 
Conference Room 103 
Miami, Florida  
 
ATTENDEES 
CAC Members: 
Alice Peña, The United Property Owners of the 8.5 Square Mile Area 
John Wade, Citizen Activist 
Cynthia Guerra, Tropical Audubon Society 
Richard Alger, Alger Farms 
Pamela Gray, Redlands Edge 
Miguel Uzquiano, FNGA 
Pat Wade, Redlands Citizens Association 
Brian Kimball, Florida City State Farmers 
Medora Krome, Concerned Citizens Farmers and Nurserymen 
Bill Losner, Citizen Activist 
Sally Stribling, Dade County Farm Bureau (Representing Katie Edwards)  
David Robbins, Americana Village 
Dewey Steele, Tropical Fruit Growers of South Florida 
Paul Mulhern, Grove Inn and Country Guest House 
Mike Hatcher, CTAC  
 
Project Team: 
Alice Bravo, FDOT -D6 
Monica Diez, FDOT-D6 
Susanne Travis, FDOT-D6 
Julio Boucle, URS 
Ana Sandoval, URS 
Rafael Montalvo, FCRC 
Ryan Solis-Rios, TCG 
Barbie Rodriguez, TCG 
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MEETING SUMMARY 
 
The following is a summary of the meeting: 

 
• Mr. Montalvo initiated the meeting by giving a brief description of the items listed in the agenda.   
 
• Mr. Bouclé gave an overview of the project status and distributed safety statistics for the entire length of 

Krome Avenue (North and South Projects).  Mr. Bouclé indicated that there were 121 crashes and 125 
injures in 2004 in the south segment of Krome.  He explained that crash statistics for 2004, 2005 and 2006 
would be incorporated in the safety analysis. 

 
• Mr. Wade questioned the relevance of the picture shown in the safety slide distributed by Mr. Bouclé. 
 
• Ms. Diez explained that the slide was extracted from a presentation to Mr. Denver Stutler - State 

Secretary. 
 
• Mr. Losner indicated that consideration should be given to the traffic that is diverted to other roads like 

Redland Road.  He added that due to the safety issues on Krome, many drivers choose not to drive this 
road and use alternative routes. 

 
• Ms. Guerra asked if any engineering related causes had been identified to explain the crash trend. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that no engineering related causes had been identified so far. 
 
• Mr. Losner pointed out that the fact that if nobody dies in the accident, that doesn’t mean that the road is 

not dangerous. 
 
• Ms. Wade indicated that the crashes in the south segment of Krome have been consistent from 1999 to 

now. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that the statement is not correct, and referred the group to the crash statistics table 

previously presented. The number of accidents on Krome Avenue from US 1 to Okeechobee Road has 
increased steadily in the last five years. The south segment crash ratio is very high and remains above the 
statewide average for this type of facility. 

 
• Mr. Alger stated that he had observed a tremendous increase in traffic along Krome Avenue in the recent 

years, including many trucks – probably due to ongoing construction. 
 
• Mr. Uzquiano indicated that he agreed with Mr. Losner.  He also avoids driving along Krome Avenue. 
 
• Ms. Gray noted that there were no fatalities in 2004 – when the construction was done; and only 2 

fatalities in 2005.  She also added that she had observed police enforcement activities involving drivers’ 
drag racing late at night between 9 PM and 11 PM. 
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• Ms. Guerra asked when the intersection improvements were completed. 
 
• Ms. Diez responded that the improvements were completed in 2004. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé presented the different typical sections under study. 
 
• Mr. Alger asked if they could select an alternative. 
 
• Ms. Diez responded that from the beginning of the process, the project Team had explained that several 

alternatives, including 2-lane, 3-lane and 4-lane options, would be evaluated and a preferred solution 
would be selected based on traffic, safety, other engineering and environmental issues, social aspect, cost, 
etc. 

 
• Mr. Losner stated that everyone should be thinking ahead and added that the alternative that is selected 

today won’t be built before ten years from now.  Therefore, everyone should be thinking of years 2025 and 
even 2050. 

 
• Mr. Bouclé explained that the 6-lane typical section presented would not be part of the study.  It was being 

presented as an exercise only, in response to a request from one of the CAC members. 
 
• Ms. Guerra indicated that Figures 7 and 8 were both 6-lane sections.  However, Figure 8 was showing a 

30-foot median.  She asked why it wasn’t possible to do that.  Why couldn’t the median or other features 
be reduced instead of the travel lanes to minimize the footprint? 

 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that the Team had tried to reduce the median width by requesting an exception to 

reduce the design speed, but it was denied by the FDOT Central Office. He also clarified that Figure 7 is a 
four-lane typical section and not a six-lane typical section. 

 
• Mr. Alger added that even if a 4-lane section is finally agreed upon, he expects that enough right-of-way 

be acquired to accommodate future needs for a 6-lane facility. 
 
• Ms. Stribling acknowledged that Mr. Alger’s point was very well taken. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé explained that although figures 6 has the potential for a future widening to six-lanes and figure 

8 is a six-lane section, in order to build either one, the typical section would have to be reclassified as a 
suburban typical section with inside curb and gutter. 

 
• Ms. Krome asked if it was possible to have a 6-lane typical section with a raised median. 
 
• Yes, it is possible, however once the road is 6-lanes with a raised median, the typical section is no longer 

representative of the rural character of this area. 
 
• Ms. Krome pointed out that if curb and gutter is provided, drainage could be an issue. 
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• Mr. Mulhern asked if in order to plant big trees in the median, it was necessary to provide curb and gutter. 
 
• Ms. Diez explained that big trees were not allowed for safety reasons but other landscape features could be 

provided. 
 
• Ms. Peña inquired as to the typical section that was selected for the north segment of Krome Avenue. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that he believe it is a 4-lane section. 
 
• Mr. Kimball indicated that although the size of the right of way footprint may seem high, in reality it was 

adequate when considering the size of the trucks. 
 
• Mr. Hatcher stated that he didn’t believe that Krome Avenue could be a 65 mph road and therefore didn’t 

meet the FIHS criteria.  He thinks that it should be removed from the FIHS system and indicated that in 
the past, other roads have been reclassified without a problem. 

 
• Ms. Diez explained that the design speed was 65 mph but the posted speed was still 45 mph. 
 
• Ms. Guerra requested that aerial photographs be shown with the typical sections so that impacts can be 

evaluated. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that the Team is working on this and that this information would be presented later. 
 
• Ms. Diez informed that preliminary drawings are available for review but it must be kept in mind that it is 

work in progress. 
 
• Mr. Wade questioned why an exception was granted for the Homestead section and not for our segment. 
 
• Ms. Bravo responded that the exception we were referring to was for the design speed not the lanes. 
 
• Mr. Wade mentioned that we were just told the 4-lanes were required. 
 
• Ms. Diez responded that 4-lanes are desirable not required. 
 
• Mr. Montalvo indicated that there is a need to clarify the procedure to keep FIHS standards. 
 
• Ms. Bravo explained that the FIHS does not require that the roads must be 4-lanes; it specifies that it is 

desirable. 
 
• Ms. Gray indicated that she is concerned about the speed of the vehicles going into the Homestead area.  

How will vehicles be slowed down? 
 
• Ms. Diez explained that a PD&E study was conducted for the Homestead section.  The project is now in 

30% design and the study explains what is being done. 
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• Ms. Wade stated that she had submitted a letter to the Team requesting various things including the 
removal of the equestrian paths and bike lanes. 

 
• Mr. Wade requested that the FIHS requirements and procedures for the exceptions be provided in writing 

by the Team. 
 
• Ms. Diez indicated that the website containing this information was provided in previous meetings and the 

information can be downloaded fro the website. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé presented a project evaluation matrix including all alternatives being considered as part of the 

PD&E study. 
 
• Mr. Alger indicated that the alternative number on the matrix did not correspond with the typical sections. 
 
• Mr. Solis responded that the matrix would be revised to show the corresponding figure number. 
 
• Ms. Guerra suggested that the word “Minimum” be replaced with “Total Right of Way” 
 
• Ms. Wade suggested that instead of showing the range, the smallest number should be shown. 
 
• Mr. Robbins suggested that the words “minimum” and “varies” be removed. 
 
• Mr. Uzquiano asked about the process to accommodate large footprints and to determine who will be 

impacted. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé explained that right of way acquisition would be required. 
 
• Ms. Guerra asked if the affected parties are notified once a preferred alternative is selected. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that everybody along the project corridor is notified whether they are impacted or 

not. 
 
• Ms. Stribling suggested that landscaping in the median be added as one of the items in the matrix. 
 
• Mr. Uzquiano inquired if the provision of barrier walls in the median could be considered. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that it could be considered but would not be in accordance with the rural character 

of the area. 
 
• Ms. Wade stated that under maintenance, it should be considered that the wider road, the more 

maintenance is required.  She was not sure where it belongs in the matrix. 
 
• Mr. Solis suggested including it under Cost. 
 
• Ms. Bravo suggested that it could also be included under Engineering. 
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• Ms. Wade clarified that she was not referring to the cost only but also to the aesthetics (maintenance of 

landscaping in the median). 
 
• Mr. Hatcher inquired as to the Access Management Plan for Krome. 
 
• Ms. Bravo explained that properties currently having access to the road would continue to have access; 

however, any new access would require the appropriate permits. 
 
• Mr. Hatcher asked for drainage information such as retention time, etc. 
 
• Mr. Alger stated that it should be noted in the matrix that significant traffic backups would be generated 

with Alternative 2 (two-lane divided typical section). 
 
• Mr. Mulhern indicated that the lack of police officers is more of a problem than the size of the road. 
 
• Ms. Guerra asked if there were any Natural Forest Communities (NFC) along the road. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé explained that the EEL property and the golf course were the only ones identified. 
 
• Mr. Robbins asked for a definition of visual impacts and if the term was related to aesthetics. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that the term was very subjective and that it was related to aesthetics as well as 

other aspects. 
 
• Mr. Robbins asked if the term impact in the matrix had a positive or negative connotation. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé stated that Mr. Robbins’ observation was very good.  The text in the matrix would be modified 

to clarify. 
 
• Ms. Stribling stated that there were some good examples of 4-lane roads with pleasant aesthetics. 
 
• Ms. Bravo suggested that visual impacts be considered under engineering. 
 
• Mr. Montalvo suggested that a different measurement be used instead of the term “significant impact” 

because it was not clear whether the impacts were positive or negative. 
 
• Ms. Wade noted that under Socioeconomics, the impact that the median would have on the community 

should be evaluated as well as the division of the community into East and West. 
 
• Mr. Losner stated that the real farmers do not seem to have a problem with the loss of farmland, only the 

hobby farmers seem to have a problem with it. 
 
• Mr. Alger commented that the gas station owners might want to get out of that line of business. 
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• Ms. Krome asked on the last section of the matrix under environmental what the moderate or significant 
impacts are. 

 
• Mr. Alger stated that road capacity should be included under Engineering. 
 
• Mr. Solis explained that it is already being considered under traffic operations and Level of Service. 
 
• Mr. Uzquiano indicated that a median would be very inconvenient because drivers may not be able to turn 

everywhere; however, he understands that not everybody can be pleased in the process. 
 
• Mr. Mulhern asked about the noise evaluation process. 
 
• Mr. Boucle responded that the noise evaluation process is done according to the National Environmental 

Policy Act (NEPA) process, and it measures the potential for noise increase to different receptors along the 
project corridor. 

 
• Mr. Uzquiano asked how the water quality would be affected. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé explained that under existing conditions, the water is drained by percolation methods.  With 

the build alternatives, water treatment would be provided. 
 
• Ms. Wade indicated that the increased traffic would affect the water and air quality.  Where is that taken 

into consideration in the matrix? 
 
• Ms. Bravo stated that they are taken into consideration under drainage and environmental evaluations 

respectively. 
 
• Ms. Wade indicated that an analysis of roads parallel to Krome has been requested in the past. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé stated that a corridor analysis for parallel roads to Krome Avenue was completed back in April 

2004. Three parallel routes were considered: SW 167th Avenue, SW 182nd Avenue and SW 187th Avenue. 
The conclusion of the study was that the Krome Avenue corridor offers the best potential to fulfill the 
project needs, offer regional connectivity, and requires safety improvements. 

 
• Mr. Montalvo asked the CAC members to submit any additional comments and/or evaluation criteria to 

him and he would make sure they are incorporated into the matrix. 
 
• The meeting was adjourned at 9:10 PM. 
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Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting #9 
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Objectives 

• Introduction of revised Summary of CAC Perspectives 
• Detailed review of proposed alignment 
• Time permitting, begin discussion of narrative analyses of alternative cross sections 

 
6:00 Welcome and introductions 

Agenda review 
Project update 

 
6:15 Brief introduction of revised Summary of CAC Perspectives 
 
6:30 Walk-through of proposed alignment 

 
7:30 Break 
 
7:45 Walk-through of proposed alignment (continued) 
 
8:15 Presentation of matrix analyses  (Note: This discussion may be postponed if additional time is 

needed for the walk-through of proposed alignment.) 
 
8:45 Next steps 
 
9:00  Adjourn 
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SUBJECT 
Krome Avenue South PD&E Study – 9th CAC Meeting 
 
DATE & TIME     
April 4th, 2006 
6:10 PM – 8:40 PM 
  
LOCATION 
Miami-Dade County 
John D. Campbell Agricultural Center 
18710 S.W. 288th Street 
Miami, Florida  
 
ATTENDEES 
CAC Members: 
Richard Alger, Alger Farms 
Katie Edwards, Dade County Farm Bureau 
Medora Krome, Concerned Citizens Farmers and Nurserymen 
Bill Losner, Citizen Activist 
Pat Wade, Redlands Citizens Association 
David Robbins, Americana Village 
Pamela Gray, Redlands Edge 
Cynthia Guerra, Tropical Audubon Society 
John Wade, Citizen Activist 
Michael Richardson, Vision Council 
Miguel Uzquiano, FNGA 
Mary Finlan, Greater Homestead/Florida City Chamber of Commerce  
Dewey Steele, Tropical Fruit Growers of South Florida 
Mike Hatcher, CTAC  
 
Public Attendance: 
Ed Springer 
Gary Dufek, 
Charlie McGarey 
Constance McSweeny 
Bob Naumann 
Carol Hakanson 
Bill Spillers 
Gary Ferguson 
Bill Enright 
Richard Russ 
Morton Glosser 
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Project Team: 
Vilma Croft, FDOT-D6 
Susanne Travis, FDOT-D6 
Julio Boucle, URS 
Ana Sandoval, URS 
Rafael Montalvo, FCRC 
Mike Ciscar, TCG 
Ryan Solis-Rios, TCG 
Barbie Rodriguez, TCG 
 
MEETING SUMMARY 
 
The following is a summary of the meeting: 

 
• Mr. Montalvo initiated the meeting by giving a brief description of the items listed in the agenda.   
 
• Mr. Ciscar gave an overview of the project status. 
 
• Mr. Montalvo presented a revised document of the Summary of Citizens Advisory Committee 

Perspectives. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé presented the typical sections of the different alternatives. 
 
• The corridor alignments were presented on aerial photographs with a scale of 1 inch = 40 Feet. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that the alignments presented were the worst case scenario. 
 
• Ms. Guerra indicated that a strip of land on the west side between Station 113 and Station 120 was being 

acquired by FDOT.  Then she asked why more land couldn’t be acquired now. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé explained that the land was acquired for other improvements along the road. 
 
• Mr. Wade asked if the improvements between SW 296th Street and SW 292nd Street would be completed 

next year. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded affirmatively. 
 
• Ms. Hakanson asked about the improvements? 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that the improvements consisted of resurfacing, pavement markings, adding 

shoulders, etc. 
 
• Ms. Hakanson asked when the proposed alternative would be implemented. 
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• Mr. Bouclé responded that construction was still not funded.  He estimated that it could take place around 
year 2011 or 2012. 

 
• Ms. Hakanson inquired about the landscaping. 
 
• Ms. Travis explained that FDOT architects always try to preserve as much as possible. 
 
• Ms. Wade asked for the year that the aerial photographs were taken. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that the aerial photographs were a couple years old. 
 
• Ms. Wade indicated that there had been changes since the photographs were taken. 
 
• Mr. Dufek asked why it was not possible to reduce the 40-foot median instead of tearing apart houses and 

buildings. 
 
• Mr. Montalvo indicated that the same question had been brought up by CAC members before and 

explained that the team had already tried to do that through a design exception process but the exception 
was not granted by FDOT Central Office. 

 
• Mr. Bouclé explained the relocation process.  He indicated that once it has been determined who is 

affected by the selected alternative and to what extent, FDOT will have preliminary negotiations with the 
affected parties. 

 
• Mr. Ciscar added that FDOT would compensate for relocation and/or business damage as applicable. 
 
• Mr. Losner stated that he knew of people whose properties were acquired through Eminent Domain and 

they were compensated more than fairly. 
 
• Ms. Wade inquired about the calculation of the loss of land for both the green and yellow lines shown on 

the aerial plans. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that this information would be available later in the process. 
 
• Mr. Dufek asked why the alignment of the centerline was not used. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé explained that the team was trying to avoid critical properties. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé explained that the alignment cannot be shifted abruptly and that there are some design criteria 

that need to be adhered to. 
 
• Ms. Krome asked why parcel # 19 was labeled as “agricultural/parking lot”. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that this was the denomination from the County. 
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• Ms. Guerra asked about the EEL property. 
 
• Ms. Travis responded that FDOT is coordinating with them. 
 
• Mr. Dufek pointed out that the house in parcel # 62 would be impacted according to the alignments shown.  

Also, he indicated that everything that was built since 1969 was done with a setback distance of 90 feet. 
 
• Mr. Naumann asked if there would be an attempt to limit access to existing properties. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar and Mr. Bouclé responded that an access management plan will be implemented as part of the 

study. 
 
• The Team was informed that a piece of land of approximately 2 ½ acres in the southeast corner of SW 

200th  Street (parcel # 203) had been rezoned to commercial and it was now available for sale. 
 

• Mr. Spillers indicated that some parcels had been incorrectly labeled, for example, parcel # 189 
was the only one that should have been labeled as “Nature’s”, not parcels # 180, 182, 183 and 
184.  

 
• Ms. Guerra requested the team to verify if parcel # 188 had NFC.  Also, she asked if the aerial 

maps would be presented at the Public Meeting. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that the aerials would be presented at the Public Meeting. 
 

• Ms. Guerra requested that the 2-lane alternative be displayed at the alternative workshop meeting.  
 

• Mr. Boucle responded that they will bring the 2-lane alternative. 
 

• Mr. Losner indicated that he had noticed that the turning lanes on Krome Avenue were being used 
as passing lanes, which was very dangerous. 

 

• Mr. Ciscar presented an updated evaluation matrix. 
 

• Ms. Wade asked where the social impacts were considered in the matrix. 
 

• Mr. Ciscar responded that these impacts were considered under relocation potential. 
 

• Mr. Richardson suggested changing the criteria name from “relocation potential” to “relocation 
impacts”. 

 

• Mr. Montalvo asked the CAC members to read the last 2 pages of the Summary report presented 
by him and to forward all comments to him. 

 

• Ms. Wade stated that she had requested in the past that an analysis of parallel roads be done to 
determine the impacts due to access management on Krome Avenue. 
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• Mr. Losner responded that there were impacts on parallel roads already due to the fact that people 
don’t want to drive along Krome Avenue because it is a dangerous road. 

 

• Mr. Wade requested that Mr. Losner bring data to support his statement. 
 

• Ms. Gray stated that in the animated simulation presented by the team earlier in the process, it 
was shown that severe back-ups occur at the intersections of SW 296th Street and SW 288th Street 
in the 4-lane scenario. 

 

• Ms. Krome indicated that she had stopped using Krome Avenue about five years ago.  She uses 
SW 167th Avenue and SW 187th Avenue as alternative routes.  She added that she had noticed the 
increase in traffic on those roads over the past years. 

 

• Mr. Losner stated that Krome Avenue is a deadly road. 
 

• Mr. Steele stated that he lives west of Krome Avenue and has never heard from the people in his 
neighborhood that the road is dangerous.  He thinks the road is congested but not dangerous. 

 

• Mr. Losner added that Statistics prove that the road is dangerous. 
 
 

• Ms. Wade stated that no Statistics have been provided by the team so far, only numbers have been 
provided. 

 
• Mr. Montalvo reminded the CAC members that they would not be making recommendations; 

however, the team would document their comments and suggestions as part of the process.  He 
asked the members to review the meeting minutes and make sure that their comments have been 
properly documented. 

 
• Mr. Steele read a document that he would be submitting to the team in writing.  The document 

contained several statements including the following among others: 
 

o Reducing speed increases safety; 
o Adding lanes increases speed, therefore it is unsafe; and, 
o Speed limit in the Redlands is 40 mph.  Krome Avenue should have the same. 

 
• Mr. Montalvo asked Mr. Steele if he may have a copy of the comments he presented. 
• Ms. Wade stated that Alice Bravo from FDOT had testified in a trial, under oath, that she did not 

know whether making Krome Avenue a four-lane road would make the road safer. 
 
• The meeting was adjourned at 8:40 PM. 



SR 997 / Krome Avenue South / SW 177th Avenue PD&E Study 

Citizens Advisory Committee  

 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CAC MEETING 10 
Evaluation Matrix & Supplemental Considerations 
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KROME AVENUE SOUTH 
 

SR 997/SW 177th Avenue/Krome Avenue 
From SW 296th Street to SW 136th Street 

Project Development & Environment Study 
 

Florida Department of Transportation 
Financial Project ID: 249614-4-22-01 

 
Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting #10 

  
May 2, 2006 

 
 
 
Objectives 

• Review and discussion of revised matrix 
• Review and discussion of supplemental matrix considerations 
• Discussion of CAC perspectives on the preliminary engineering process 

 
6:00 Welcome and introductions 

Agenda review 
Project update 

 
6:15 Walk-through and discussion of revised matrix and supplemental considerations 
 
7:30 Break 
 
7:45 Walk-through and discussion of revised matrix and supplemental considerations (continued) 
 
8:30 Discussion of CAC perspectives on the preliminary engineering process 
 
8:50 Next steps 
 
9:00  Adjourn 
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SUBJECT 
Krome Avenue South PD&E Study – 10th CAC Meeting 
 
DATE & TIME     
May 2nd, 2006 
6:20 PM – 9:10 PM 
  
LOCATION 
Miami-Dade County 
John D. Campbell Agricultural Center 
18710 S.W. 288th Street 
Miami, Florida  
 
ATTENDEES 
CAC Members: 
Richard Alger, Alger Farms 
Katie Edwards, Dade County Farm Bureau 
Medora Krome, Concerned Citizens Farmers and Nurserymen 
Bill Losner, Citizen Activist 
Brian Kimball, Florida City State Farmers  
Alice Peña, The United Property Owners of the 8.5 Square Mile Area 
Paul Mulhern, Grove Inn and Country Guest House  
Michael Richardson, Vision Council 
Pamela Gray, Redlands Edge 
Cynthia Guerra, Tropical Audubon Society 
Dewey Steele, Tropical Fruit Growers of South Florida 
John Wade, Citizen Activist 
Mike Hatcher, CTAC  
 
Project Team: 
Vilma Croft, FDOT 
Julio Boucle, URS 
Rafael Montalvo, FCRC 
Mike Ciscar, TCG 
Ryan Solis-Rios, TCG 
Barbie Rodriguez, TCG 
 
MEETING SUMMARY 
 
The following is a summary of the meeting: 

 
• Mr. Montalvo initiated the meeting by giving a brief description of the items listed in the agenda.   
 
• Mr. Ciscar gave an overview of the project status. 



 
 
                              
                           KROME AVENUE SOUTH PD&E STUDY MEETING MINUTES 

 
  

2
THE URS TEAM 

Public Workshop Discussion 
 
• Mr. Boucle gave an overview of the upcoming Public Workshop. 
 
• Ms. Medora Krome asked how the process/meeting for the Public Workshop is going to be. 
 
• Mr. Boucle and Mr. Ciscar responded that the Public Workshop will be an open format, informal meeting, 

and the public can come in between the advertised hours for the meeting, interact with staff, ask questions, 
provide comments, etc.  We will have a Power Point presentation and the preliminary roadway alternative 
plans for the public to look at and present their comments. The Team members will be available to answer 
questions and receive input from the public.   

 
• Mr. Montalvo confirmed that there will be no discussion during the Public Workshop as they usually have 

at the CAC meetings.   
 
• Mr. Boucle informed the CAC that there will be open forum format to encourage public statements, a 

court reporter will record public comments, and also written statements will be collected during the Public 
Hearing session. 

 
• Mr. Ciscar informed that the Public Hearing is tentatively scheduled for early 2007. However; it depends 

on the project progress at the time. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that all the alternatives are presented to the general public during the Public 

Workshop.  The preferred alternative is then presented at the Public Hearing. 
 
• Mr. Losner questioned as to when does the CAC fall out of the loop. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar responded that the CAC does not fall out of the loop.  The CAC continues through-out the end 

of the study. 
 
• Mr. Montalvo clarified that the CAC does not fall out of the loop although how involved you stay is up to 

you.  There will be tentatively two to three more meetings after the Public Workshop. 
 
• Mr. Mulhern asked if the preferred alternative will be a combination of the public opinion and of technical 

expertise.  How much input does the public have? 
 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that it’s not a vote; we are going to recommend the best alternative that meets all the 

necessary social, engineering and environmental requirements. 
 
• Mr. Mulhern asked if the public letters are going to be available. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar responded that yes, they are public records and will be part of the final project documents. 
 
• Mr. Richardson asked the time period after the public workshop when written statements can be mailed for 
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the record.                                        
 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that ten days after the public workshop is generally the desirable time period to 

receive written comments. However; any written correspondence in reference to the project will be part of 
the public records regardless of when it was received. 

 
• Mr. Losner asked that if they were to send a letter from an organization representing several people with a 

project recommendation, which format they should send it. 
 
• Mr. Boucle responded that it would be necessary to list each individual on the letter since we need to know 

how many residents are signing it. The name, address and telephone/e-mail information would be 
necessary for each person signing the letter. 

 
• Mr. Steele requested that his previous comment at the 9th CAC meeting be corrected in the meeting 

minutes to say: refer to comment sheet. 
 
• Mr. Boucle asked Mr. Steele to please write the correction on the comment sheet that we provided and 

return it to the team by the end of this meeting; so it may be corrected accurately. 
 
Matrix Discussion 
 
• Mr. Montalvo presented the revised matrix and supplemental considerations based on the previous 

meeting comments. 
 
• Mr. Richardson asked the team to explain the reference to right of way ranges for the different alternatives 

under consideration.  
 
• The team explained the minimum right of way considerations statement in the matrix. The team and CAC 

members agreed that the word “minimum right of way required “on the matrix should be removed to avoid 
confusion. 

 
• Mr. Wade commented that the team has stated in the past that the Florida Intrastate Highway System 

(FIHS) roadways have to be designed for 65 mph (design speed); he would like to see a document that 
states that requirement.  

 
• The team responded FIHS requirements would be provided to the CAC at the next meeting. This 

information is available at the FDOT website as well if anyone is interested. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar explained that the design exception to reduce the roadway design speed from 65 MPH to 55 

MPH had been denied by FDOT’s Central Office in Tallahassee.  
 
• Mr. Montalvo requested to bring the design exception information for discussion at the next meeting. 
 
• Ms. Edwards asked that if the road is designed at 65 MPH why is the posted speed different. 
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• Mr. Ciscar responded that the road is designed at 65 mph for safety, but is posted below the design speed. 
 
• Ms. Krome asked what “storage lanes” stand for on the engineering section of the matrix. 
 
• Both Mr. Boucle and Mr. Ciscar responded that the “storage lanes” are the holding bays used for turn 

lanes to accommodate turning vehicles at intersections. 
 
• Mr. Wade asked if widening the facility to four lanes + shoulders would increase safety, this has not been 

the case with Alligator Alley. 
 
• Mr. Losner noted that you can not compare Alligator Alley and Krome Avenue since Krome Avenue has 

intersecting roads, businesses and traffic signals. These two roads are completely different type facilities. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar spoke about the law enforcement issues that have been previously discussed at the CAC, and 

how important this is to secure the safety factor on any roadway. 
 
• Mr. Montalvo mentioned that 4-lane improvements do not allow for increasing speeds unless higher speed 

is posted. 
 
• Mr. Alger stated that it is impossible to achieve safety along Krome Avenue with a two lane highway; this 

is reflected in the increasing number of accidents throughout the years. 
 
• Ms. Gray said the end of the safety paragraph in the evaluation matrix could be misleading.  It needs to be 

made clear. 
 
• Ms. Krome mentioned that Speedway Boulevard is a four lane roadway; it’s a nice highway and you don’t 

see people flying. It is a safe road as well. 
 
• Mr. Kimball commented that 4-lane highways are safer than 2-lane roads.  
 
• Ms. Peña mentioned that Krome Avenue was closed at Kendall Drive today, and usually when it’s closed 

it’s due to a fatal accident.  This would be the 3rd injury related accident this year at that intersection. 
 
• Mr. Richardson suggested that on the Summary of the Citizen Advisory Committee Perspectives we 

should use leading statements and bullets format which will be easier to read. 
 
• Mr. Richardson stated that all design features that increase the safety of the road should be noted 

accordingly. 
 
• Mr. Wade asked if the safety impact of the cross streets are analyzed separately. 
 
• Mr. Boucle mentioned that the impact on the cross streets are reflected on the intersection analysis.  
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• Mr. Ciscar commented that the Miami-Dade County transportation model includes traffic volumes for all 
other parallel roads and cross streets. 

 
• Ms. Guerra referred to safety: It seems that there is not a safe 2-lane alternative for this road. 
 
• Mr. Boucle responded that a safe 2-lane road can be built, but the team is not only looking at the safety 

issue but the capacity issue as well, among many other engineering, social and environmental issues.  
Refer to the evaluation matrix for more information. 

 
• Ms. Guerra said that universally she feels that everyone is interested in the roadway safety issue among the 

CAC members. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar said that the traffic demand is reflected in the existing traffic volumes.  
 
• Mr. Montalvo said both safety and demand can be considered key factors in the analysis.   
 
• Mr. Boucle said the Krome Avenue Action Plan study estimated that Krome Avenue would handle 16,000 

vehicles a day by the year 2010; this number was exceeded by the year 2004 with an existing traffic count 
of approximately 20,000 vehicles a day. 

 
• Ms. Guerra commented that she would like to see a safer 2-lane road rather than a 4-lane safe road.  
 
• Mr. Steele stated that it’s very important to say on these documents that a 2-lane road with safety upgrades 

and features can be built.  
 
• Mr. Boucle mentioned that according to the engineering analysis being done for this project and the 

evaluation matrix presented we do have different alternatives; including a 2-lane alternative. We are taking 
a 2-lane alternative into consideration. 

 
• Ms. Krome asked what do the grades of LOS mean. 
 
• Mr. Boucle and Mr. Solis Rios responded the Level Of Service (LOS) is away to measure traffic flow 

along a roadway, LOS – A being free flow and LOS – F being a congested roadway. 
 
• Mr. Alger stated that we should plan for 6 lane road; clarify the overall LOS along the corridor vs. LOS at 

intersections. Preserve the rural character of Redland Road, etc by improving Krome Avenue rather than 
sending additional traffic volumes on parallel roads. 

 
• Ms. Krome requested that the team provide a very simple explanation that gives parameters because the 

people she knows are coming to the public informational workshop will ask the same question about the 
LOS. 

 
• Mr. Boucle and Mr. Solis-Rios responded that it will be properly explained to avoid confusion. 
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• Mr. Wade asked if the LOS Analysis was referring to some previous document. 
 
• Mr. Boucle said they got it out of the same table provided earlier to the CAC. 
 
• Mr. Wade commented that this meeting for the public is too early because of the inconsistencies. 
 
• Ms. Peña said that if the traffic is increasing every year, it’s not because you have built the road, it’s 

because it’s happening now. 
 
• Mr. Solis-Rios mentioned that most of the information on this matrix is correct and complete, there are no 

inconsistencies; just work that has to be completed as part of the process. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar mentioned that they we’re going to explain the L.O.S. 
 
• Ms. Peña asked if we are going to have translator at the Public Workshop.  
 
• Mr. Boucle informed that many members of the team are bilingual. The Public Workshop we will have a 

Power Point presentation; first in English and then in Spanish. 
 
• Mr. Alger stated that if we keep Krome Avenue as a 2-lane road then traffic will go to the parallel roads. 
 
• Mr. Wade commented that this was a good comparison but what happens when all that traffic goes to the 

Homestead area. 
 
• Mr. Richardson asked about the Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) during construction. 
 
• Mr. Boucle responded that a preliminary MOT scheme will be part of the PD&E Study; however a more 

detailed MOT will be provided in the design phase of the project. 
 
• Mr. Alger referred to the Hurricane Paragraph on the evaluation matrix:  4-lane road or any kind of 

wider/safer road would be better for evacuation purposes road. Why not Krome Avenue. 
 
• Mr. Wade mentioned that Krome Avenue has been eliminated as an official hurricane evacuation route. 
 
• Mr. Ciscar added the Krome Avenue is still one of the few south to north arterials that can be used for 

evacuation or emergency response purposes in case of a given event. 
 
Supplemental Considerations Discussion 
 
Members next reviewed and discussed the Supplemental Considerations document. During this discussion, 
members offered the following additional comments, questions and suggestions. 
 
• Regarding the paragraphs on Safety: 
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o Lead in to this with a listing of the design features that are relevant to safety. 
 
o Safety is part of a bigger picture – don’t you need to talk about the relationship of safety to the demand 

for capacity?  Team members stated that there is no necessary connection between safety and unmet 
demand and offered to clarify the relationship in the next version of the Supplemental Considerations 
document. 

 
o To the extent that increases in demand are county-wide, don’t these considerations apply everywhere 

in the County?  Team members clarified that decisions about which roads to study for improvements 
are made by the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO). 

 
o You should also talk about the effect of volume on safety. 

 
o Can you back-up the last statement in the paragraph (that roads that incorporate these features are 

safer) with data?  According to whom?  Team members offered to add supporting citations to the next 
version of the Supplemental Considerations document. 

 
o Address whether there is a two lane alternative that would be as safe as the four-lane alternatives. 

 
o Clarify that though none of the alternatives propose an increase in posted speed, they may result in an 

increase in design speed. 
 
• Regarding the paragraphs on Capacity: 
 

o I believe that the comprehensive plan places restrictions on improvements just for the sake of capacity. 
 
• Regarding the paragraphs on LOS: 
 

o Please rewrite this in plain language. 
 
o Specify which intersections will benefit from delay decreases in the four-lane alternatives, and by how 

much. 
 
• Regarding the paragraphs on Hurricane Evacuation: 
 

o Change “formal role” to “official role”. 
 
• Regarding the paragraphs on Compatibility with Agricultural Practices: 
 

o A rural typical section may minimize impacts on rural areas, it doesn’t ensure compatibility. 
 
o What can you say about what the impacts have been in practice, when these kinds of improvements 

have been made? 
 

o Say more about the effects of alternatives on access and crossing. 
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• Regarding the paragraphs on Indirect Effects: 
 

o You need to offer both perspectives on whether the comp plan measures will work.  The Team 
clarified that both opinions appear in the Summary of CAC Perspectives. 

 
o Measures in Application 16 to restrict growth within a mile or Krome may or may not work.  

(Application 16 refers to a provision of the Miami-Dade Comprehensive Plan.  For further detail on 
Application 16, please see the Supplemental Considerations Document.). 

 
o Talk about the fact that the character of the community is already changing. 
 
o Krome is still a hurricane evacuation route. 

 
o Some of us think the four-lane road would be an improvement to the community. 

 
o Mr. Alger commented that we couldn’t find a better time to improve the road than now since there are 

not that many businesses on Krome Avenue that could be affected by a wider road. 
 

o Mr. Steele mentioned that the character of the community could change by widening the road from 2-
lanes to 4-lanes. 
 

o Mr. Boucle stated that the team is sensitive to maintaining the rural character of the community by 
considering only a rural typical section with the proposed alternatives. In addition many members of 
the community are requesting this road to be widened to 4-lanes for safety and capacity reasons. 
 

o Mr. Steele commented that he’s in favor of upgrading the road by making safety improvements. 
 
o Mr. Montalvo said to reflect both perspectives on the question of the road improvements and the 

community needs is important to the process. 
 

o Mr. Kimball commented that if we do not improve the roadway and add capacity and safety features 
many more people are going to die. 
 

o Mr. Kimball stated that if some CAC members don’t want Krome Avenue to become a 4-lane 
roadway in this area, which road they want to be 4-lanes to provide the capacity needed. 

 
• Regarding the paragraphs on Noise Effects: 
 

o Talk about whether you expect increases in noise. 
 
Concluding Discussion 
 
• Ms. Guerra commented that in the matrix there are still some boxes with TBD (To Be Determined). Will 

all this be completed for the Public meeting? 
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• Mr. Ciscar explained about the differences between the Public Workshop and the Public Hearing; we do 

not need to have a completed evaluation matrix for the Public Workshop. 
 
• Ms. Guerra asked if there would be another opportunity for a public workshop. I feel that a lot of property 

owners need to see all the alternatives.  
 
• Mr. Boucle responded that abutting property owners were notified for the public workshop, and the 

meeting was also advertised in the local newspaper. The next advertised meeting will be the Public 
Hearing. However; any property owner is welcome to attend the CAC meetings as observers and ask 
questions at the end of the meeting. They can also contact the project team by phone, letter or e-mail with 
any question they might have. 

 
• The meeting was adjourned at 9:15 PM. 
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SUBJECT 
Krome Avenue South PD&E Study – 11th CAC Meeting 
 
DATE & TIME     
March 20th, 2007 
6:00 PM – 9:15 PM 
  
LOCATION 
Miami-Dade County 
John D. Campbell Agricultural Center 
18710 S.W. 288th Street 
Miami, Florida  
 
ATTENDEES 
CAC Members: 
Richard Alger, Alger Farms 
Medora Krome, Concerned Citizens Farmers and Nurserymen 
Bill Losner, Citizen Activist 
Brian Kimball, Florida City State Farmers  
Alice Peña, The United Property Owners of the 8.5 Square Mile Area 
Paul Mulhern, Grove Inn and Country Guest House  
Pamela Gray, Redlands Edge 
Cynthia Guerra, Tropical Audubon Society 
Dewey Steele, Tropical Fruit Growers of South Florida 
John Wade, Citizen Activist 
Clara Waterman Power, Greater Homestead/Florida City Chamber of Commerce (Rep. for Mary Finlan) 
Mike Hatcher, CTAC 
 
Public Attendance: 
Monica Cejas, EAC 
Patricia Natter, EAC 
 
Project Team: 
Vilma Croft, FDOT-D6 
Phil Steinmiller, FDOT-D6 
Andres Berisiarty, FDOT-D6 
Julio Bouclé, URS 
Raj Shanmugam, URS 
Ana Sandoval, URS 
Rafael Montalvo, FCRC 
Ryan Solis-Rios, TCG 
Barbie Rodriguez, TCG 
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MEETING SUMMARY 
 
The following is a summary of the meeting: 

 
• Mr. Montalvo initiated the meeting by giving a brief description of the items listed in the agenda.   
 
• Mr. Bouclé provided an update of the project status.  He informed that several reports and documents have 

been submitted to FDOT for review and explained that the Project Team is currently working on 
implementing the comments received by the Department.  He indicated that the project is expected to be 
completed next year.  Mr. Bouclé reported that the construction cost estimates had increased from the $62 
millions originally estimated to $90+ millions and also indicated that the estimates will be revised in 
August 2007.  He informed that the right-of-way cost of the four-lane alternative with the reduced typical 
was estimated at $99.3 million last year and that this estimate would be revised this year at the end of the 
second quarter.  He further stated that construction costs have increased significantly in the recent years. 

 
• Mr. Losner inquired if the cost estimates presented were in today’s dollars and if it was right to assume 

that the cost would be much higher by the time the right-of-way was acquired. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded affirmatively and stated that he estimated that the Engineering Design phase of the 

project would begin approximately in the year 2014 - 2015, the right-of-way acquisition around 2015 and 
the construction approximately in year 2017.  He explained that the construction could be segmented as it 
was done for the North Krome project which was divided into 5 subsections. 

 
• Mr. Montalvo asked if the reported costs appeared excessively high. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that the costs were indeed very high in his opinion. 
 
• Mr. Mulhern asked for a description of the work and cost of the intersection improvements recently done 

at several intersections along Krome Avenue.  
 
• Mr. Bouclé explained that the projects included the addition of left turn lanes, shoulder improvements, 

resurfacing, etc. He will research the costs associated with those improvements. 
 
• Ms. Cejas stated that she was the FDOT Project Manager for the intersection improvement projects and 

reported that the cost of the projects was approximately $4.5 millions per intersection.  She also indicated 
that the information was available on the MPO’s webpage. 

 
• Ms. Croft added that the information was also available on FDOT’s webpage. 
 
• Mr. Montalvo further added that Comp Plan decisions and amendments were also available and advised if 

anyone was interested in this information he would give those directions on where to locate it. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé distributed a crash statistics handout and presented an update of the crash data including years 

2004 and 2005. 
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• Ms. Gray asked if the crash information presented was for the entire Krome corridor or for the south 
project only. 

 
• Mr. Bouclé clarified that the information was for the south project only. 
 
• Mr. Wade pointed out that the number of injuries had decreased in 2005.  Also, he stated that he did not 

feel comfortable with the way the safety ratio was calculated because it considers the total number of 
crashes instead of focusing on the fatalities. 

 
• Ms. Waterman Power requested that the crash data handout be revised to clarify the limits of the project 

and also the source of the information.  She further explained that several years from now this information 
would be very useful for other people reviewing this document. 

 
• Mr. Alger stated that the reduction in the number of injuries can be attributed to many different causes, for 

example due to the fact that people are now using the seatbelt more than before. 
 
• Mr. Losner added that another reason may be that many people are using alternative roads to avoid Krome 

Avenue. 
 
• Mr. Wade inquired as to the reason for the increase in the safety ratio from 2.100 in year 2004 to 2.741 in 

year 2005 when the total number of crashes increased only by seven. 
 
• Ms. Sandoval explained that the safety ratio depends on different variables and not only the number of 

crashes.  Some of the variables involved in the calculations include annual average daily traffic and 
Florida average crash rate for roads in the same category.  She also added that the formulas and variables 
used in the calculations had been presented at the CAC Meeting No. 5. 

 
• Ms. Gray pointed out that the number of injury crashes had decreased.  Also, she added that given that 

rear-end crashes were the leading type of crashes she couldn’t understand how four-laning would help 
prevent this type of crash. 

 
• Mr. Shanmugam explained that the severity of the crashes may have decreased due to many different 

factors.  For example the fact that we have better vehicles today with enhanced safety features.  He also 
explained that although it may not be everyone’s perception, traffic engineering theories and studies 
indicate that four-laning prevents rear-end crashes.  He further added that with one lane in each direction, 
all vehicles are forced to follow one trail which increases the chances of rear-end impacts.   

 
• Mr. Montalvo distributed Florida Intrastate Highway System (FIHS) standards and criteria, including 

Level of Service standards. 
 
• Mr. Alger inquired on the classification of Krome Avenue.  He asked if Krome Avenue was considered a 

“Limited Access” facility. 
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• Mr. Solis-Rios responded that Krome Avenue was classified as a “Controlled Access” facility.  He 
clarified that the “Limited Access” facilities were the expressways. 

 
• Mr. Shanmugam informed that the definition of “Controlled Access” facility was included in item 13 of 

the Level of Service handout. 
 
• Mr. Wade asked if the segment of Krome Avenue in Homestead was designed for a speed of at least 50 

mph. 
 
• Mr. Solis-Rios and Mr. Bouclé responded that they didn’t know as that segment of Krome Avenue was not 

part of this study. 
 
• Mr. Wade inquired if it was possible that the design speed rule was not applied to the segment of Krome 

Avenue in Homestead, however, it was being enforced in the Redland segment.   
 
• Mr. Bouclé presented the plans for Alternative 4 (172-foot typical section).  He explained the different 

elements shown in the plans such as the existing and proposed right-of-way lines, shared-use path, 
impacted parcels, median openings, etc. The Team would like to receive additional input and comments 
from the CAC in reference to this alternative. 

 
• Mr. Alger asked if the alternative being presented was final. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that it was not final and explained that the final alternative would be decided after 

the Public Hearing. 
 
• Ms. Guerra inquired about the reasons for providing a shared-use path.  She stated that she thought this 

would be removed from the plans based on previous requests from the CAC members, especially because 
it had been a unanimous decision. 

 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that the path had been kept because there was interest from other groups to keep it 

as part of the Greenway Network. He added that a shared use path will not require additional right of way 
since it is within the clear zone of the project, it will offer protection to pedestrian and cyclists alike. 

 
• Ms. Guerra asked if the typical section for alternative 4 was the reduced 4-lane typical section. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé explained that the Team had applied for an exception to reduce the design speed of the facility 

in order to reduce the typical section width, but it was denied by Tallahassee.  He also advised that a 
variation to reduce the border width had been approved by District resulting in some reduction in the 
typical section width. 

 
• Ms. Guerra pointed out that there wasn’t always land between the existing and proposed right-of-way lines 

shown in the plans.  She asked if the areas were the two lines matched corresponded to land that had 
already been acquired for the intersection improvements. 
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• Mr. Solis-Rios responded that it may have been the case in some instances but also it could have been that 
it was possible to accommodate the typical section within the existing right-of-way due to the meandering 
alignment. 

 
• Ms. Guerra inquired on the procedure to select the parcels to be impacted when there were similar land 

uses on both sides of the road.  She asked if the impacts were equally distributed between the parcels. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé explained that the impacts were not distributed equally because there were design standards 

that needed to be followed and the alignment couldn’t be shifted abruptly.  He advised that efforts had 
been made to select the best possible alignment while trying to minimize impacts to critical properties.  

 
• Mr. Wade also asked why the shared-use path was needed. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé explained that the path would be contained within the limits of the proposed right-of-way that 

would be acquired for the project regardless.  He also informed that the path had been presented to other 
boards; i.e., BPAC, TARC, and it had been endorsed.   

 
• Mr. Bouclé showed the location of the preliminary median openings on the plans and explained that they 

had been designed to meet the standards. This plan will be presented to FDOT for review and approval. 
 
• Ms. Gray asked if the net loss of agricultural land had been calculated. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded affirmatively and also added that this calculation had been done for several types of 

land uses. 
 
• Mr. Wade asked if any land/property had been purchased just south of SW 200 Street. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that nothing had been purchased for this project yet.  He indicated that acquisitions 

may have taken place as part of the intersection improvement projects; however, he had no knowledge of 
that specific area. 

 
• Mr. Montalvo asked the CAC members their opinion on the alternative presented. 
 
• Mr. Alger indicated that he was happy that a decision had been finally made and added that the decision 

shouldn’t be questioned. 
 
• Mr. Hatcher stated that he wasn’t sure if there was anything to be discussed.  He asked if the Team had 

already tried everything to minimize impacts in coming up with the alternative presented. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé explained that the Team had tried to minimize the impacts to certain parcels such as the EEL 

property, which would require some variation from the standards. 
 
• Mr. Hatcher invited the CAC members to express any concerns about the alternative presented such as 

things that they absolutely can’t accept. 
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• Ms. Peña stated that the alternative presented looked very good and that she would like to see it 
implemented as soon as possible.  She also added that the crash statistics confirm the safety problem in 
Krome Avenue because the number of crashes continues to increase.  

 
• Ms. Krome stated that she was very impressed with the job done by the Team and she said that the 

alternative presented was a fair compromise recognizing that it wasn’t possible to please everybody. 
 
• Ms. Waterman Power said that she had no comments. 
 
• Mr. Kimball stated that a good job had been done. 
 
• Mr. Steele stated that he was against four-laning for the reasons he had always mentioned.  He would 

prefer to maintain Krome Avenue as a two-lane road to keep the rural character of the area.  He also added 
that if four-lane is decided, he hopes that safety is certainly increased. 

 
• Ms. Gray also agreed that a good job was done by the Team; however, because she likes open space, she 

would have preferred that the two-lane alternative with improvements had been chosen.  She stated that it 
was very sad to lose agricultural land. 

 
• Ms. Guerra stated that she was disappointed that the two-lane alternative with improvements was not 

chosen.  Also she asked if the affected parties would be notified of the impacts to their properties. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded affirmatively.  
 
• Ms. Guerra added that she appreciated the extra effort of the Team in protecting the EEL property. 
 
• Mr. Losner stated that the Team had done a great job.  He said that he had been born in the area and that 

he loved the rural environment.  However, he recognized that people will continue to come and nobody 
can’t stop that, therefore, it is important to plan for the future. 

 
• Mr. Mulhern stated that he thought that such a big typical section was a waste of space.  Also, he indicated 

that he is in favor of the shared-use path.  He asked how the path would be funded and if funds from the 
Greenway Network would be allocated.  Also he inquired about the maintenance of the path. 

 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that he was not sure about where the funds would come from but he would 

investigate the answer. 
 
• Mr. Wade said that with the bike path and swale it would be almost impossible for the farmers on the west 

side to use their land.  Also he pointed out that the premises of this project were based on safety not 
capacity.  In his opinion, to date, no justification has been provided to support this.  He added that it was 
unnecessary to waste agricultural land.  He also said that this project would only increase capacity (not 
safety).  He proposed that the two-lane alternative be revisited with the addition of safety features to the 
road.  He further stated that he was very discouraged that justification for the original project objective had 
never been provided. 
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• Ms. Peña stated that farmlands were being lost on a daily basis not necessarily because of this project.  She 
also asked if safety would be increased as a result of the increase in capacity. 

 
• Mr. Bouclé and Mr. Shanmugam responded affirmatively. 
 
• Mr. Shanmugam advised that literature is available indicating that four-lane roads are safer than two-lane 

roads with all other features remaining the same. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé stated that in response to a comment about the shared-use path interfering with the access to 

certain properties, he advised that current access would be maintained. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé informed that the Public Hearing would be held at the beginning of 2008. 
 
• Mr. Montalvo stated that he would touch basis with all the CAC members in order to prepare a summary 

of considerations and to document any comments that they may have.  Also, he asked the members if they 
needed to have another meeting.  

 
• Mr. Mulhern inquired about the committee to which the shared-use path was presented. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that the shared-use path had been presented to the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory 

Committee (BPAC) and that it would be presented again. It was also presented to the Transportation 
Aesthetics Review Committee (TARC) and Citizens Advisory Committee (CTAC) among others. 

 
• Mr. Losner requested that the CAC be notified of future presentations to BPAC. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that they would be notified of these presentations and of any other major milestone 

in the project. 
 
• Mr. Steele asked how and when the property owners are notified of the impacts to their properties. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that the Public Hearing would be advertised in the local newspaper 3 weeks and 1 

week in advance of the meeting. He added that direct invitation is sent by mail to every property owner 
within 300 ft. from the existing right of way line along both sides of the corridor prior to the Public 
Hearing. 

 
• Mr. Bouclé presented some statistics of the Public Workshop for this project: 79% in favor of safety 

improvements, widening, 19% opposed to widening, and 2% were questions. 
 
• Ms. Gray asked if the comments were available for review because she was interested in knowing whether 

the people who made the comments live in the area. 
 
• Mr. Bouclé responded that the table with the summary of the statistics was available immediately but he 

would have to check with the FDOT legal department on the availability of the comment cards as they 
may contain information that can’t be disclosed without permission. 
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• No requests were received for additional CAC meetings. 
 
• The meeting was adjourned at 9:15 PM. 
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7:15 Alternatives analysis and preferred alternative 
 
7:30 Scheduled Public Hearing 
 
7:45 Comments and input from CAC members 
 
8:00  Adjourn 
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SUBJECT 
Krome Avenue South PD&E Study –  CAC Meeting 
 
DATE & TIME     
September 10, 2012 
6:00 PM – 8:00 PM 
  
LOCATION 
South Dade Government Center 
10710 SW 211 Street, Room 203 
Miami, FL 33189 
 
ATTENDEES 
CAC Members: 
Richard Alger, Alger Farms 
Bill Losner, Citizen Activist 
Pamela Gray, Redlands Edge 
Dewey Steele, Tropical Fruit Growers of South Florida 
Mike Hatcher, CTAC 
Rosa, I. Brito, Greater Homestead/Florida City Chamber of Commerce 
Miguel Uzquiano, Florida Nurserymen and Growers Association 
 
Project Team: 
Jorge Gomez, FDOT-D6 
Dat Huynh, FDOT-D6 
Julio Bouclé, URS 
Jeannette Lazo, URS 
Keith Stannard, URS 
Jenn King, URS 
Mike Ciscar, TCG 
Barbie Rodriguez, TCG 
 
MEETING SUMMARY 
 
The following is a summary of the meeting: 
 
• Mr. Bouclé provided an update of the project status.  He informed everyone that safety is the primary need 

for the project. He stated that the PD&E process of the project is expected to be completed by December 
2013.  Mr. Bouclé talked about traffic counts along the corridor, and although a number of FDOT 
intersection improvements were made in 2007, the number of fatalities per year has continued. He stated 
that improvements to this corridor will help decrease the number of crashes. It was mentioned that this 
corridor is traveled heavily by trucks and farm vehicles. 
 

• Mr. Bouclé discussed the current roadway conditions as well as described the five alternatives/proposed 
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improvements to the roadway. He mentioned that Alternative 5 may turn out to be the preferred 
alternative.  

 
• Mr. Bouclé reported that the Design of the project will be done in-house by FDOT employees and funds 

are available. He also reported that the right-of-away portion of the project is funded and that the 
construction aspect is partially funded. 

 
• Mr. Bouclé stated that the public hearing is tentatively scheduled for Spring 2013. After the public hearing 

is held, all documentation regarding the project will be turned in to the FDOT for review/approval. Mr. 
Bouclé mentioned that final design was tentatively scheduled to begin December 2013. 

 
• A CAC member asked what a “shared use path” was. Mr. Bouclé stated that a shared use path was used by 

pedestrians, bicyclists, and etc. 
 

• A CAC member asked how construction will occur if it is only partially funded to date. Mr. Bouclé stated 
that construction may occur in phases. It is unclear as to which phase will go first, but this “time” will 
allow the Department to collect the necessary funds to complete the entire project. Mr. Bouclé stated that 
each phase may take up to 24 months of construction. 

 
• A CAC member asked how will drainage work if the suburban section has a raised median. Mr. Bouclé 

stated that there will be curb and gutter along the inside shoulders, French drains, and swales on the 
outside. 

 
• A CAC member asked why the typical section changes from rural to suburban at SW  Street and not 

another cross street.  Mr. Bouclé stated that SW  Street is the limit of the Urban Development Boundary. 
 

• The CAC members thanked the team for a job well done, and no additional questions and/or concerns 
were raised. 
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